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other branches of expenditure for the su 
government; but he was fearful that this extreme 
reducuon would prove but false economy. He 
thought the cadets should be supported, as a general 
rule, in a manner equal to their style of living at 
home, if the institution was to be continued. 

Mr. DUNCAN said he would like to know, be- 
fore they progressed further in this bill, what was 
the number of cadets at this time, of graduate cadets, 
of unoccupied lieutenants, &c. He complained 
much of the extravagances and abuses in the army 
and navy, and wanted explanation of the aston- 
ishing fact of these enormous amounts annually for 
the support of so small an army and navy—appro- 
priations, which he undertook to say, were double 
the appropriations for the navy and army of Great 
Britain, in proportion to their respective numbers. 
Why was it that a reduction had not been made? 
They had been attempted time after time by the 
democrats, but opposed and prevented by the whigs, 
together with a few cork-leg democrats. [Laughter.]} 

He would now proceed to other things which it 
was lawful to speak of in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union—where he liked to speak, 
for the reason that he could touch upon any ohiaet 
He felt desirous of offering to this bill, or to some 
other likely to pass, an amendment appropriating 
$5,000 for the purpose of investigating the frauds 
in the recent election. He was proceeding to dis- 
cuss the amendment, and to enlarge on the import- 
ance of maintaining unimpaired the purity of the 
elective franchise; when 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY called him to order, on 
the ground of irrelevancy of remark to the bill be- 
fore them. 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order— 
thus deciding Mr. Duncan’s remarks to be out of 
order. 

Some conversation ensued on points of order. 

Mr. KENNEDY withdrew his objection. 

Mr. WINTHROP called on the Chair to enforce 
his own opinion, by calling the gentleman the order. 

Mr. DUNCAN asked the gentleman to define 
what his question of order was. 

Mr. WINTHROP declined, and said he would 
leave it to the House. 

Mr. DUNCAN continued. He believed he was 
on the subject of the investigation of frauds in eiec- 
tions. This investigation was going on by order of 
the Senate, and an appropriation was made for it; 
and if there was any confidence in the justice and 
impartiality of this investigation, no one would ob- 
ject to it. But such was the character of the com- 
mission, such was the object for which it was 
established, there could be no confidence in it. A 
whig Senate appointing a whig commission would 
result ina report to show democratic frauds; but 
they would take care never to report a whig fraud. 
He had some knowledge on this subject, and refer- 
red to the grossest frauds and forgeries that had 
been perpetrated in the State of Georgia—one of 
which was a forged circular signed by Lord Ash- 
burton, inviting the friends of free trade to call at 
his House in New York, and receive what money 
they pleased. Another circular was sent to the 
whig voters, promising to each voter his share of 
the proceeds of the public lands to induce him to 
vote for Henry Clay. It is by means of such frauds 
and forgeries as these that free governments have 
fallen. It was the first step towards corruption in 
Rome, when men were bribed out of the public crib. 
Mr. D. went on to explain numerous other frauds 
and devices that had been resorted to by the whig 
party to secure the election of Mr. Clay. He ha 
never seen any frauds in the den.ocratic party in the 
wide extent he had travelled, nor any attempt to de- 
vise a system of fraud. 

_The whole energies of the democratic party were 
directed to detect and ward off the frauds and slan- 
ders of their opponents. He spoke of the system 
adopted in Tennessee to break down by slander and 
misrepresantation every prominent friend of Col. 
Polk; and instanced the outrageous slander circu- 
lated by a minister of the gospel in ‘Tennessee, [Mr. 
Brownlow,} on General Jackson, which originated 
with Governor Jones, and which, after the election, 
was proved on Governor Jones. If he was wrong 
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in this statement, he called on some gentleman to 


correct him. He knew it only from the public pa- 
pers. Ele spoke of the forged journals misrepre- 
senting the votes of Col. Polk on the pension laws, 
and the infamous slander invented against the 
grandfather of Col. Polk, when they found they 
could say nothing against him. He next spoke 
of the frauds and slanders practised in Ohio, one of 
which was the monstrous statement in two of the 
Cincinnati papers, that James K. Polk was in the 
constant habit of branding his negroes with the let- 
ters J. K. P. He did not know what remedies 
were to be found for such frauds and forgeries, but 
he would, at all events, call the attention of the 
American people to them. The Roorback and Bir- 
ney forgeries were also noticed and commented on, 
and he observed that, although the latter was exposed 
by Mr. Birney himself, it was done too late to re- 
pair the injury it had inflicted. This forgery was 
perpetrated by the central whig committee of Ohio, 
and endorsed by the central whig committee of In- 
diana. There seemed to be, in a certain portion of 
the country, a prostration of everything like moral- 
ity and American feeling; and, as an instance of it, 
he mentioned a fact that he had witnessed himself, 
that, at a whig procession in Ohio, the flag was 
carried at the head of the procession by a convict 
just from the penitentiary. Judges, lawyers, and 
adies, too, followed in this procession with the 
felon who had just come out of the penitentiary. 
He referred to the general system of bribery that 
had been practised in Indiana and New York, of 
which he cited several cases 


_ He wanted to give some distinguishing character- 
istics of the party opposed to the democratic party. 
They were the old firm—the old federal party, un- 
der whatever name they might chance to appear 
for the time being. They had exhausted the whole 
neers but that they were substantially the 
old federal party he proceeded to prove, by tracing 
several points of resemblance between the actions 
of the two. The first he mentioned was their mode 
of electioneering; and in that, caricaturing was one 
strong mode relied on, the same which had been 
practised by the same party in former times, in 
slander of Jefferson —several of which caricatures in 
his possession he described, and gave notice that he 
should publish in his speech. ‘The same mode of 
argument oer used against measures—against the 
annexation of Texas, as they had used against the 
acquisition of Louisiana. He had coffin handbills, 
setting forth the victims of General Jackson’s bar- 
barity, which had also been used by the whigs 
a General Jackson—also caricatures of Mr. 

an Buren—which he intended to publish in his re- 
marks, when he would comment on them more at 
large. 

Mr. D.’s hour having expired— 

Mr. WENTWORTH addressed the Chair, and 
offered to yield for explanation to Mr. Duncan. 

Objections were made to this, and were sustained 
by the Chair. 

Mr. HARALSON replied to that portion of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Duncan] 
which were pertinent to the bill before the commit- 
tee, viz.: in relation to the composition of the mili- 
tary moeeny, It was a little singular that the gen- 
tleman should be found objecting to this bill, which 
proposed a large reduction in the appropriations for 
this academy. He went into a general defence of 
the bravery and efficiency of the officers of the 
army. 

r. DUNCAN interposed, and wished to in- 
quire of the gentleman if General Scott did not go 
into Florida with an army of 14,000 men, and not 
kill a single squaw or papoose? 

Mr. HARALSON knew not so particularly about 
this case; but no party ties or prejudices could pre- 
vent him from saying that that officer had always 
been found ae his duties with gallantry 
and hofor to himself and his country, whenever its 
peace and its interests were jeoparded, as his action 
at the northern jakes and many other portions of the 
country certified. 

Mr. DUNCAN propounded several other inqui- 
ries, which were replied to by 

Mr. HARALSON, who then proceeded to exam- 


ine and justify the policy of the government in sus- }} 
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taining, during atime of peace, a skeleton army, 


whose merits he defended with some warmth. 

Mr. HARALSON thought this a very inappro- 
priate time to attack the army, when many of our 
political opponents believed that there was a danger 
of war. : 

Mr. DUNCAN wished the gentleman to inform 
him how many officers of the navy were now re- 
ceiving pay without rendering any service. 

Mr. HARALSON replied that he was not a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and that 
branch of the service did not come under his super- 
vision. 

Mr. R. SMITH did not rise for the purpose of 
making a speech, but could not let this occasion 
pass without saying something in regard to this 
military academy. He was satisfied that we never 
should have an efficient army while this institution 
existed. ‘The appointments of cadets were in most 
cases made from the sons of the rich and not of the 
poor, and the brave and meritorious soldier was ef- 
fectually cut off from any chance of ever rising in 
the army—thus destroying the best means of having 
an efficient army. No gentleman could contradict 
what he said. So far as his observation extended, 
nine-tenths of those appointed were the sons of rich 
men, or men in high places, who had influence 
enough to reach the appointing power; while the 
sons of poor men, who had not such influence, were 
passed by. The very nature of the institution was 
such as to put in the army men who have no mili- 
tary spirit or ee talents. The young men who 
went there obtained good educations-—indeed, the 
best educations the country could furnish, and were 
also paid for being educated. If this system of edu- 
cation at the public expense was to be carried out, 
let it be done more extensively; let its benefits be 
more widely diffused among the States, by appro- 
priating to each its share of the money to be ex- 
pended for education. He believed that, if this in- 
stitution was abolished, and it was generally known 
that the government would give commissions in the 
army to those who have military predilections, and 
who would qualify themselves, there would be a 
plenty of applicants to fill the ranks of the army. 

This system brought many young men in the 
army who never intended to remain in it; but who 
went to West Point for the purpose of getting good 
educations. Such young men resigned whenever 
they found the service arduous and dangerous, as 
they did in the time of the Florida war. He did 
not intend to make any charge prejudicial to those 
officers who resigned their commissions. They 
were freemen, and gad a right to do as they pleased, 
and the fault was notso much theirs as that of the 
system. 

He felt alittle sensitive, perhaps, on this subject, in 
consequence of the manner in which he and his con- 
stituents were treated, when appointments were 
made last spring.«.He had the honor of represent- 
ing on that floor one of the oldest portions of the 
western country,and which was settled as long ago 
as Philadelphia. His district was refused an ap- 
pointment, while districts which, a few years ago, 
were inhabited only by red men, received the ap- 
pointments. 

Mr. 8. explained the grounds on which the Seere- 
tary of War decided against his district. He had 
nothing to say against the favors shown to the other 
districts in his State; but he did not believe they 
would have encountered the hardships and dangers 
which his constituents had, for all the favors that 
could be dispensed by this institution. He was 
not disposed to leave so important an affair as the 
officering our army to the discretion of one man. 
He thought a better system should be devised for 
making the appointments in so important a branch 
of the public service. He had always been opposed 
to the West Point Academy, believing it to be 
wrong in policy, and mischievous in its effects, and 
he trusted in God that he always would be against it. 

Mr. S. CARY expressed his objections in the 
strongest terms to the West Point Academy. He 
believed its effects on the army were to reduce the 

rivates to the lowest possible scale of degradation. 
Rvevy soldier who now enlists was forever debarred 
from the possibility of rising to distinction. The 
door of promotion was closed against him, and he 
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was kept inthe army as a mere machine and ser- 
vant of the privileged classes who get commissions 
through a West Point education. As an instance 
of the little consideration paid to the claims of those 
who have the misfortune to be privates in the army, 
lie mentioned the case of an old lady who had 
travelled on to Washington during the most inclem- 
ent seaaon, to solicit the discharge of her son, who 
had been entrapped into an enlistment by one of the 
recruiting officers. What was the answer to this 
application by the man who, so far as the private 
soldier is concerned, has notadrop of warm blood 
in his hear? She had no relations in high places in 
the army, and no wealthy and influential connec- 
tions, and her application was refused. The old lady, 
complaining to him of her sad case, said that, if she 
had heard of the death of her son, it would not have 
vrieved her somuch as his present situation. The 
idea of his being disgraced and prevented from ever 
being of any service to her or himself, was what she 
could not bear. And this was too true. What was 
the opinion of the country of a discharged soldier? 
Why, he was looked upon as a degraded being, and 
was as much avoided as if he had been just dis- 
eharged from the penitentiary. Was that the con- 
ition that a soidier should be placed in? No. He 
should be regarded as one entitled to the respect of 
his fellow-citizens as a defender of his country, and 
as one who might in time rise to the highest offices 
inthe army. If, on the other hand, the door to 
promotion was left open to the private soldier, it 
would stimulate his exertions, and cause him to 
unprove himself in his profession, so as to be capa- 
ble of filling, with credit to himself and advantage 
to his country, the offices he might be called on to 
fil. He woald ask if it was consistent with our 
democratic instituuons to confine the commissions 
im the army to a privileged class, and debar the sol- 
(iers, no matter how meritorious, from ever rising 
in thea profession? 

Mr. FISH would ask the gentleman if he could 
pomt out any law or usage which prevented pri- 
vates in the army from receiving commissions. 

Mr. CARY said he would use the Yankee privi- 
lege of answering the gentleman’s question, by 
asking bim if he knew of any case where a private 
had been promoted. 

Mr. FISH said he knew of several. 

Mr. CARY said that he never knew of one, though 
he had seen a great deal of the army, and lived near a 
military garrison formany years. But he would 
say to the gentleman that one swallow did not make 
a summer; and if the gentleman knew of a few iso- 
lated cases where privates had been promoted, it 
did not show that the practice he alluded to did not 
exist. It had been said that the miliiary academy 
was necessary, because, without it, it was impossi- 
ble to have officers properly qualified for the various 
posts inthe army. Now, how did they get sur- 
geons for the army and navy? They did not edu- 
cate them at the public expense; and yet the army 
and navy surgeons were generally equal to any 
others of their profession in the country. The edu- 
cation of a surgeon was more difficult and more 
costly than that necessary to command a company; 
and yet there were founda plenty of young men, 
who, having been educated at the expense of their 
parents, were applicants for situations in the army 
and navy. He believed that if Congress would re- 
quire a certain military education for appointments 
in the army, and appoint a board of examiners to 
ascertain the qualifications of the applicants, as was 
the case with regard to army and navy surgeons, 
there would be more applications from persons 
qnalified at thier own expense than there would be 
comiissions to bestow. He believed, however, 
that resistance to this bill was useless. It was im- 
possible to curtail the patronage of this government. 
lt was daily increasing, and he feared it would be 
impossible to arrest its progress. To show thata 
military academy was not necessary to educate ofti- 
cers for the army, Mr. C. referred to the British 
army as one of the Lest disciplined in the world, 
though the British government had no such institu- 
tion to educate its officers. The commissions in 
that service were purchased by the individuals who 
obtained them, instead of being paid for accepting 
them, as in our service. 

He referred to the fact that many of the officers 
of the army who had resigned, and refused to do 
their duty in the troubles in Florida, had been taken 
up since that time, and placed in higher stations. 

But they were told that we did not know what 
was before us; and therefore we must keep up this 
military academy, this skeleton army. If war did 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


come, we would find it a “skeleton army” indeed! 
We must rely for national defence on the citizen 
soldier, who was thoroughly and practically conver- 
sant with men, and the common things of life, with 
which these gentlemen did not deign to familiarize 
themselves. What distinguished officers had gradu- 
ated in this school? Washington did not. His 
friend near him, (General Dopex,] who had done 
valiant service in the cause of his country, had not 
graduated there. One important element of strength 
and enterprise in Bonaparte’s army was, that the 
doors of ptomotion were thrown open to all who 
merited it; but here the door was closed to all ex- 
cept the few who found favor, and, by the aid of 
members of Congress, were appointed cadets. 

Mr. C. having concluded— 

Mr. PARMENTER said, notwithstanding the 
repeated objections they had heard raised against 
this military academy from year to year, he was not 

uite satisfied that it should be abolished; for he be- 
lieved great advantages were derived from it. Al- 
though many of the cadets might not accomplish 
much, still, the one advantage of its affording a uni- 
form system of military discipline and tactics—the 
influences of which reached the people through the 
cadets, who went forth into various sections of the 
country—more than compensated for the expendi- 
tures for its support. The ——_ referred to 
Napoleon’s army. Napoleon himself was educated 
at a military school, and had found it necessary to 
establish military schools in France, which were 
considered one of the most important classes of 
schools. He noticed and replied to several other 
points taken by Mr. Cary. 

in reply to the complaint of Mr. Duncan of the 
great number of supernumeraries in the navy, he 
»roceeded to point out several reasons why the num- 
ver of officers in the navy could not be reduced to 
that number whose services only were necessary at 
one time. One of these was that occasional respites 
were necessary to enable those to recruit who had 
been off in distant sickly regions. Another reason 
was the justice of continuing in commission, al- 
though they were notall the time in active service, 
those who had signalized themselves and honored 
their country by past services. He glanced at some 
of the brilliant exploits heretofore performed 
by our navy, and deprecated the injustice of so 
broad-sweeping denunciation of the officers of the 
navy as “epauletted loafers,” &c., as they were 
styled by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Duncan. ] 
He acknowledged that the number might be re- 
duced, andat the proper time he intended to offer 
au amendment for this purpose. As the general 
debate seemed likely to arise on this bill, and for 
fear of not having another opportunity, he would 
briefly give his views on this subject. There were 
but two grades in which there was supernumerary 
officers, viz. commanders and captains; and there 
were other grades in which there was a deficiency. 
Heeread a statement of the number to which it 
would be consistent to reduce the number of the 
officers in those two grades, and gave notice of 
amendments in accordance therewith, which he in- 
tended to offer when the bill came up. 

Mr. HALE spoke of the institution as an anoma- 
ly in our government, and utterly at variance with 
our democratic institutions. He considered it 
aristocratic in its tendency,and unworthy of the 
patronage of the government. In reference to the 
remark of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Fisu,}] that privates were not excluded from com- 
missions in the army, he went on to contend that 
they were, in practice, effectually cut off; and fur- 
ther, that those citizens who, after having passed 
their examinations, were notified by the Secretary 
of War that they would receive commissions as 
soon as vacancies occurred, were dismissed without 
any proper excuse on the part of the government. 
There was no possibility of a private being 
promoted. The gulf between a private and 
an officer was as impassable as that between 
Lazarus and Dives; and the private, instead of 
being stimulated to the perfomance of his duty 
by the hopes of promotion, was kept down and dis- 
regarded by the privileged class which a_ species of 
favoritism placed above him. He recollected the 
consternation that was produced in that hall when 
the Committee on Accounts reported the defalca- 
tions of their clerk to the amount of $30,000 or 
$40,000. If gentlemen would turn to the report 
which was made at the last session on the expendi- 
tures of the Florida squadron, these defalcations of 
the clerk would, in comparison, sink into utter in- 
significance. If any man could look at that report 


and see the corruption there displayed, and not blush 


for his country, he was much mistaken. Go |ook 
at that report, and then throw open the doors of 

our treasury, and tell every man to come in and 
oad himself till he staggers under the weight, and 
he will have but a pittance compared with the pick. 
ings and stealings of the Florida war. Mr. i. re- 
ferred to a few of the items charged for the use of 
the Florida squadron. Irish potatoes were charged 
at $5 a barrel, and even an empty barrel was charged 
at $5. The barrel, whether full, or as empty as the 
whig promises of 1840, were still charged at 5, 
The commander of this squadron, [ Lieut. McLaush: 
lin,] who made these extravagant expenditures, i). 
stead of receiving any reproof from the then Secre- 
tary of the Navy, [Mr. Henshaw,] was actually 
paid some five or six thousand dollars in addition for 
disbursing all this yrs 

The same man acted both as purser and com- 
mander of the squadron. The purser paid out the 
money, and the same man, as commander, approved 
the expenditure. There was not a shadow of 
check on the most profligate expenditures, and in 
this way thousands were squandered. These facts 
were astounding; but he was sustained in the state- 
ment he had made by the report of the committee, 
to which he begged gentlemen to refer. As this 
subject ot extravagance in the army and navy had 
been brought forward, he had thought it an appro- 
priate time to call the attentton of the committee to 
the subject. He would ask - gentleman to look 
atthe Navy Register, and read the tale that was 
told there. Look at the list of commanders, sixty 
of whom were set down as waiting orders; 
that is, they were paid something like $150,000 a 
gg for doing nothing. Why, there were men in 

is section of the country who would do this for 
half the money. He entreated the committee on 
Naval Affairs not to push this bill through. It 
was better there should be no appropriation made, 
until a system of accountability was introduced. He 
had a to say against the officers of the navy. 
They were not so bad as the system itself made them. 
There was no use in bringing an officer to a court 
martial, for those by whom he was to be tried were 
interested in the very abuses for which he might be 
arraigned. He knew that it was the prevailing 
sentiment among the officers of the navy, that 
they were too strong to be touched. He wished 
gentlemen would refer back to the expenditures of 
the navy for twenty or thirty years, to see how they 
were annually increasing. In the time when we 
had a war on our hands with one of the most pow- 
erful of the nations of the earth, the annual expend- 
itures for the navy were about four millions; but, 
in 1840, in atime of perfect peace, they were ten 
millions; and ten millions were asked for now. 

Mr. ISAAC E. MORSE did not believe that this 
House would, with its eyes open, cut off one of the 
most useful establishments of the country; but he could 
not hear the remarks that had been made, without 
endeavoring to expel some of the delusions that ex- 
isted in regard to the army and navy. So many 
charges had been made of corruption and loaferism 
in the navy, that there were some who believed that 
they really existed; and he had been asked by intel- 
ligent men, if it was a fact that ten millions a year 
were asked for for the navy. He had listened to 
the remarks of the gentlemen from Ohio and New 
Hampshire, to see if he could hear any charge made 
against them that rested on any foundation; and from 
the most accurate attention to what they said, he 
was convinced that nothing that had been advanced 
by them was anything more than mere denunciation. 

Mr. M. then went into a defence of the army gen- 
erally, and contended that the institution of West 
Point was necessary to educate men for the army, 
for, without it, they would not get men who were 
qualified. 

Admitting that the selections of cadets were just- 
ly obnoxious to the complaints that were made 
against them, (which, however, he not believe) be 
contended that this evil was necessarily consequent 
in some degree upon any mode of selection. Abuses, 
if they existed in this establishment, should be cor- 
rectea; but were no sufficient ground for destroying 
it altogether. France had her Polytechnic school; 
England and all civilized countries had their military 
schools. Young men who were destined for the 
legal and the other professions, were put through 
a course of training and education; why should not 
those who were destined for the military profession, 
and to whose hands was committed the defence of 
the country, receive the same advantages? But a 
small proportion of the cadets who entered tle 
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school examination and finally uated. 
It was Sire that even these olessktks ceeds 
be glad if more resigned. They went out and dif- 
fused abroad in the country the beneficial influences 
of their training as they were called into the militia 
service and other stations. But if they did not re- 
sign—if they continued in commission—fault was 
found. Thus it appeared my were complained of, 
whatever course they took. He was willing rather 
to increase the appropriations for the support of this 
academy than to reduce them. In conclusion, he 
entered into a warm defence of the character, brave- 
ry, and general merits of the officers of the army, 
the indiscriminate attacks which were made from 
time to time upon whom he promptly repelled. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the committee rise, 
in order to offer a resolution to terminate the debate; 
but, at the request of several gentlemen, and in the 
hope that the debate would notfurther be continued, 
he withdrew the motion. 

Mr. McKAY appealed tothe committee to allow 
the debate to terminate. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Duncan] had made an attack on the ar- 
my and navy; and in the debate which had gone on, 
the gentleman’s remarks had been replied to by the 
chairman of the Military Committee, [Mr. Harat- 
son,| and of the Naval Committee, [Mr. Parmen- 
TFR.| Whatever abuses might exist—and he was 
as anxious as any gentleman to correct them—this 
was not the place togo into them, this being a bill 
for the support of the establishment as it existed at 
present; and the appropriations being reduced as far 
as possible, all gentlemen must see the propriety of 
voung for it—whatever reductions were deemed 
necessary might hereafter be made in the proper 
mode. 

The amendment pending, which reduces the 
amount of appropriation, as explained in Mr. Mc- 
Kay’s remarks above, was agreed to. 

An amendment of Mr. McKay for the continua- 
tion of barracks at West Point, on certain condi- 
tions, after a word of explanation by Mr. McKAY, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY offered the amendment above allu- 
ded to, providing that, after the 30th June, 1845, the 
pay of cadets shall be $24 per month, in lieu of the 
pay and emoluments now received by them. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend the amend- 
ment, so as to reduce the amountfto $22. The 
Committee on Retrenchment had had this subject 
under consideration at the last session, and had 
thought $21 was sufficient. Other gentlemen, how- 
ever, had thought it should be $22. 

After a word in reply from Mr. McKAY, 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the original amend- 
ment of M ryMcKar, was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed “to 

The other necessary amendments conforming to 
the latter adopted, were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported. 

Mr. McKAY moved to take up the army appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. PRATT hoped the gentleman would allow 
the bill appropriating for the purchase of furniture 
for the President’s House to be taken up. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved that the committee 
rise. 

Which motion being agreed to— 

The committee rose, and reported to the House 
the above several bills passed in committee. 

Mr. McKAY proposed that the bills be taken up 
to be disposed of by the House; and 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


On his motion, the bill appropriating for the mil- 
itary academy was first talon up, and several of 
the amendments of the committee were concurred 
in without debate or opposition. 

The amendment fixing the pay of cadets at $24 
per month being under consideration, 

Mr. G.W. JONES moved an amendment to re- 
duced it to $20. This he thought ample compensa- 
tion. On this motion, he asked the yeas and nays; 
which were refused. 

Mr. G. W. JONES said that, as the House was 
thin, he would move an adjournment: rejected. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved the previous question; 
which being seconded, the main question was or- 
dered. 

The main quest'on was first put on the amend- 
ment of Mr. G. W. Jongs; and it was decided in 
the negative. 

The main question was next put on agreeing to 


‘mays 42. 


the amendments made in the Committee of the 
Whole, and decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill; which were ordered. 

r. MURPHY moved a call of the House: re- 

jected. 

The question was then put on the passage of 
the bill, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 85, 


NAVY PENSIONS. 
On motion of Mr. McKAY, the bill making ap- 


propriations for navy pensions was read the third 
time and passed. 
MARINE HOSPITALS. 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, reported a bill making appropria- 
tions for the erection of marine hospitals on the 
western rivers, and for the purchase of a site at Bal- 
timore. Mr. K. moved to refer this bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. R. SMITH moved to refer it to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR moved that the House ad- 
journ: rejected. 

Mr. COBB moved a call of the House: rejected. 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, 

The House adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK: The petition of the inhabitants of 
counties of Middlesex and Somerset, in the State of New 
Jersey, in favor of the reduction of postage: referred to the 
Committee on the Post.Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The memorial of A. Montayne and 33 
others, citizens of New Orleans, praying that Congress 
may pass House bill No. 71, entitled “A bill toamend an act 
entitled ‘an act to provide for the better security of the 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
or in part by steam,’” approved July 9, 1838: referred to the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of N. Groton and 319 oth- 
ers, praying for a reduction of postage. 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The petition of citizens of New York, 
praying that the bill recently passed by the Senate for a re- 
duction of postage may be adopted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives without amendmeut. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of a number of the inhabi- 
tants of the city of New York, praying for the passage of the 
bill which passed the Senate on the 7th February, 1845, to 
reduce the rates of postage. 

By Mr. HAMMETT: The petition of citizens of Vicks- 
burg, Mississippi, praying fora reduction of postage: re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 





IN SENATE. 


Saturpay, February 15, 1845. 

Mr. FRANCIS presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Ausert C. Greens, elected by the legislature 
of Rhode Island a senator from that State for six 
years from the 4th day of March next; which were 
read, and ordered to be placed upon file. 

Mr. DIX presented the credentials of the Hon. 
Dantet S. Dickinson, elected by the legislature of 
New York a senator from that State for six years 
from the 4th day of March next; which were read, 
and ordered to be placed upon file. 

Mr. D. also presented a petition from 55 citizens 
of the county of Chatauque, New York, remon- 
strating against the annexation of Texas to the Uni- 
ted States: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from nu- 
merous citizens of Marion county, Missouri, per. 
ing for a change in the naturalization laws: referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. A., from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, made an adverse report (which was ordered 
to be printed) on the petition of A. P. Brittingham, 
asking indemnity for a vessel and cargo seized by 
the Mexicans. 

Mr. PORTER presented a memorial from E. L. 
Fuller and other citizens of Ann Arbor, Michigan, 
praying that measures may be taken to acquire 
Canada by treaty, with the view to her admission 
into the United States simultaneously with Texas: 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Alleghany county, New York, remon- 
strating against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States: ordered to lie on the table. 

On mouon by Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of further extend- 


enn 





ing the time given uy the act of the 19th August, 1841, for 
locating Virginia military land warrants, and returning sur- 
veys thereon in the General Land Office. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
from the House for the relief of Jacob Boston. 


PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT ELECT. 


Mr. WALKER, from the joint committee of the 
two Houses appointed to wait upon James K. Pork 
and inform him of his election as President of the 
United States, and Georer M. Daxxas, and inform 
him of his election as Vice President, reported that 
the committee had discharged their duty, and that 


| he had been directed to say to the Senate that 
| the President elect, in signifying his acceptance of 
the office to which he ha 


been chosen by the peo- 
ple, expressed his deep sence of gratitude to in 
for the confidence they had reposed in him, and re- 
quested us to convey to our respective Houses as- 
surances that, in executing the responsible duties 
which would devolve on him, it would be his anxious 


| desire to maintain the honor and promote the wel- 


fare of his country; and that the Vice President elect, 
in signifying his acceptance of the office to which he 
had been chosen by the people, expressed his pro- 


| found gratitude to them, and declared that, drawn 
| unexpectedly by the generous suflrages of his fel- 


low-citizens from the shades of private life into the 


| full glare of official station, it was difficult to repress 
| the solicitude that he might not be equal to the exi- 


gencies of so sudden a change; but that, swayed 
by an ardent devotion to the high honor, true inter- 
ests, and fast union of the American States, he 


| would enter with zeal upon the duties assigned to 


him, in the hope of at least partially realizing the 
expectations of those by whose confidence he had 
been honored. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
the members of the bar of Philadelphia, asking for 
the purchase, by Congress, for distribution among 
the several States and ‘Territories, of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. Mr. B. 


| said the Senate had passed a bill for the purpose. 


He had, however, voted against it. So the memo- 
rial came too late; and he was not sorry for it. The 
memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made an adverse report (which 
was ordered to be printed) on the petition of Oba- 
diah Blanding, asking a pension for services render- 


| ed during the revolutionary war. 


Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
| quested to inform the Senate of the reasons which have 
| prevented him from communicating copies of the corres- 
pondence, evidence, and papers, on file in the State Depart- 
ment, in the case of the owners of the brig General Arm- 
strong, called for by their resolution of the 8th ultimo. 


THE HOUR OF MEETING.’ 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Bacey on 
Thursday, providing that the daily hour of the meet- 
ing of the Senate shall, in future, be 11 o’clock in- 
stead of 12, came up for consideration. 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays on 
its adoption. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked, that if he were com- 

lled to meet at 11 o'clock, he would be disabled 

rom discharging his duties properly on the Judicia- 
ry Committee, 

Mr. EVANS remarked that it would be utterly 
impossible for the committee with which he was 
connected to discharge its duties, and enable him to 
be in his seat at an earlier hour than the Senate now 


met. 

Mr. ARCHER said that, under the explanation 
of the two senators, he would suggest to the honor- 
able mover of the resolution, Me Baapsy,] to per- 
mit it to lie on the table two or three days. He was 
disposed, himself, to vote for the resolution to go 
into operation on Monday next; but would, how- 
ever, under the circumstances, move iis postpone- 
ment till Wednesday next. 

Mr. ALLEN ealled to the mind of senators the 
fact that there but few days (14, he believed) of the 
session left, and three great — Texas, Ore- 
gon, and the admission of lowa and Florida into 
the Union, were to be disposed of; and also, that 
all the several important appropriation bills were to 
be acted upon. Ifthe Senate did not therefore meet 
earlier, some of those questions would receive the 
| go-by for the want of time to act upon them. 
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Mr. BAGBY remarked that his friend from Ohio 


i { Mr. Atte] was mistaken in supposing that six- 
iH teen days of the session were left. There were, in 
q fact, but twelve days left—a very skort time indeed 
io dispose of the great amount of important business 
1 Lefore the Senate. 

} Mr. WALKER said, in reply to the senators 


from Georgia and Maine, (Messrs. Berrien and 
L.vaws,] that he could not see why the committees 
could not discharge their duties before 11 o’clock, 
: well as the committees of the other House. He 
would say to the chairmen of the two committecs, 
that all they had to do was to call their committees 
towether an hour earlier in the morning. Instead of 
meeting at 10, their committees could meet at 9 
It was much better that those committees 
1ould meet an hour earlier, than that those great 
questions pending before the Senate should fail for 
the want of time to act upon them. Three of the 
rreatest measures ever before the Senate have been 
sent to it fer coneurrence by that glorious and pa- 
trrouic House representing the people, which will 
forever be distinguished in the annals of the coun- 
try, by the passage of those measures. If the Sen- 
e intended to act upon them—if it was not their 
purpose to give them the go-by—they should econo- 
ruize the little time left of the session. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that, whatever 
: respect was due to that glorious and patriotic 
. tlouse which has passed the great measures allu- 
ded to, it seemed to him that the Senate should give 
the committees some Opportunity to look into them. 


] L 
O'CIOCK, 


P — 
ec RE BS Ra a I EL dea ine ne CD ae nl 


nee] 


ay 


hi \s chairman of one of the committees, he desired to 
2 have ample time to examine whatever came before 
-. that committee, to avoid premature legislation. He 
- coneurred fully in what the gentleman from Maine 
ome | Mr. Evans] said as to the necessity of giving am- 


ple time to the committees to look into those great 
isures, to prevent hasty legislation thereon. 

ihe question was then taken on postponing the 
further consideration of the resolution till Wednes- 
day next, and decided in the affirmative—ycas 24, 


oa OM 


ty nays 22, as follows: 

. - VY AS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
he ¥ ( hoate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran- 
th ‘ liuntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, 
Bh orehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Upham, White, and 
4 Woolbridge—21, 

oe »AYS— Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 


reese, Buchanan, Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Hannegan, 
1 Lewis, MeDutlie, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Se- 


Merson 


Sturgeon, Tappan, Welker, and Woodbury- 22. 

en Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition from 
i i J tn I’. Wilmott, executor of the estate of Robert 
BS Wilmott, deecased, praying the payment of interest 
ce. on his commutation pay: referred to the Commit- 
a + tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

ne. On motion of Mr. BRIEESE, it was ordered, that 
f 3 the papers in the case of George Gording be taken 

Ee the files and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
| ; , Lands. 

Rides ‘ir, WOODBRIDGE submitted the following re- 

/ ation: Which, under the rules, lies one day on the 


Vin: 


, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 

e Senate such information as may remain in the 

| Land Office, or the ‘Treasury Department, concern- 
‘ 


ae er nen 


{ rrors and trauds” in the surveys of the public lands 
: 1, intownships north and west of Sangamon bay 
a i to inthe last annual report of the Commissioner of 
es & ' enetal Land Office. That he transmit to the Senate 
: ies of such memorial, icsolution, or legislative act of the 
2 ’ lature of Michigan on the same subject. as may remain 
; : the General Land Office. Thathe cause the Senate to be 
fe ! ved What progress may have been made in correcting 
e : errors and frauds, or in resurveying the Jands in 
Ome ibs. question; and that he communicate to the Senate an eati- 
; ‘ } mate of the probable expense ol completing those corrections 
> a o restirveys 
et Resolved further, That the said secretary inform the Sen- 
) be nie, on or before the tiest day of the next session, of the prog- 
£4 made in correcting the errors and completing the re- 
' ae, t of the survey of township | south, range 7 east, in 
1 2 the same State, and un estimate of the damages sustaingd 
ee (tany) by individual purchasers of lands within said town 
a p by reason of such errors of surveys or false or imper- 
7, fect returns of such survey ; and 
i eH Re sal ed further, That the said secretary inform the Sen- 
ee whether, from the character of the country, or from difti- 
se cnlty of access, there be any portion of the public lands 
; da woug the borders of Lake Huron, er elsewhere in the State 
i of Michigan, for the snivey of which the rate of compensa- 
ee : ined by law is inadequate, and what addition to such 
%, ite of compensation in his opinion may be requisite 
: 
Mr. ASHLEY, on leave, introduced a joint reso- 


— lution authorizing and requiring the issue of patents 
4 for certain lands granted to the State of Arkansas; 

iS which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 

i 


Pubhe Lands, 
Nir. BRIEESE submitted the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies one day on the table: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


ny tive 














quested to inform the Senate what quantity of the public 
lands have been reserved from sale in the State of Illinois 
as ‘mineral lands” south of the base line and west of the 
third principal meridian in said State, specifying particularly 
the sections and parts of sections so reserved, with the 
township and range in which the same are situate, and in 
what year the same were reserved, and by what act of Con- 
gress. 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the bill for the as- 
certainment of the claims of American citizens for 
French spoliations prior to 1800 was taken up on 
its third rending. 

Mr. McDUFFIE said he could not consistently 
with what he felt to be his duty permit a bill of 
such magnitude to pass without further discussion 
upon it. He would prefer, not so much in reference 
to himselfasto the important question now pending 
before the Senate, that this bill be passed over in- 
formally, tobe taken up at the first convenient mo- 
ment. 

Mr. ARCHER acquiesced in the motion, with 
the understanding that the senator from South Car- 
olina would be prepared to discuss the bill, the first 
convenient moment which offered to take it up. 

The engrossed bill entitled an act for the relief of 
John S. Russwurm, the heir and legal representa- 
tive of William Russwurm, decased, came up on its 
third reading. 

Mr. TAPPAN opposed the kill, because it estab- 
lished a new principle—ihat of allowing interest on 
commutation pay. 

Mr. BERRIEN called upon the chairman of the 
committee who reported the bill for some explana- 
tion of its principles. 

On motion by Mr. JARNAGIN, the report of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims upon the bill 
was read; and on his further motion the bill was 
postponed till Monday next. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives for admitting Texas 
into the Union; the question being on its indefinite 
postponement. 

Mr. RIVES being entitled to the floor, rose and 
addressed the Senate for upwards of three hours. 
He said he presumed it was not unknown to the 
Senate or the country, that he was not opposed to 
the annexation of Texas, whenever it could be ac- 
complished in a manner consistent with the princi- 
ples of the constitution, and without disturbing the 
various interests and the external peace of the Union. 
In much of what the senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Bucuanan] had said yesterday, in relation to 
the advantages of the measure, he concurred; partic- 
ularly with regard to the benefits which would re- 
sult to the northern as well as to the western and 
southern States. But he differed widely from the 
views of that senator as to the power Congress to 
annex foreign territory under the authority of the 
fourth article of the constitution. 

The main part of Mr. R.’s speech was directed 
against the interpretation of that article which 
had induced the House of Representatives to pass 
the joint resolution under consideration. His 
argument was chiefly in reply to Mr. Bucnanan. 
He went extensively into the history and minute 
particulars of the controversy, touching the third 
section of the fourth article in the convention which 
framed the constitution; and deduced from the de- 
bates on that occasion, and from the concurrent evi- 
dence of cotemporaneous writings, that the words 
“new States may be admitted by the Congress into 
the Union,” were exclusively confined to new States 
arising out of the territory of the United States; and 
never were intended to be applicable to new States 
formed out of foreign territory. He therefore con- 
fined the right of acquiring or admitting foreign ter- 
ritory to the treaty-making power. Territory thus ac- 
quired might subsequently be admitted by Congress 
as one or more new States; which would be in strict 
analogy with the admission of the additional States 
of the Union since the adoption of the constitution. 
The territory acquired by the purchase of Louisiana, 
after the ratification of the treaty, belonged to the 
United States; hence new States formed out of it 
were States arising out of the territory of the United 
States; and they were not, as this joint resolution 
would make the acquisition of Texas, new States 
formed of foreign territory. Mr. R. fully concurred 
with those who took the ground that, by the treaty- 
making power alone, could Texas be admitted into 
the Union. He denied that the concurrence of two- 


thirds of the Senate to a treaty properly negotiated 
aid satisfactorily adjusted upon fair and honourable 


terms to both countries, was hopeless. He saw no 
reason why the growing influence of public senti- 
ment in favour of annexation should not have the 
same weight as in the cases of Louisiana and Filo- 
rida, the treaties for the acquisition of which the 
Senate had ratified by very large majorities. 

He denounced, in the most forcible terms, the doc- 

trine to which the expansion of the power of Con- 
= to admit new States into the Union would 
ead, if applied to foreign territory. It would, in 
effect, he contended, be giving toa naked majority 
in one House of Congress, and to a minority of 
States in the other, a power more momentous, and 
of immensely more importance, than the treaty- 
making power, which requires the concurrence of 
two-thirds of the Senate for its consummation, or 
the power of altering or amending the constitution, 
which requires the concurrence of the legislatures 
of three-fourths of the United States,—the power 
of annexing to the Union foreign nations, with their 
population, citizenship, and influence in controlling 
the institutions of the Union. He looked upon the 
control which two-thirds of the Senate had over the 
treaty-making power asthe greatest safeguard which 
the South had — the moré powerful interests 
of the Union, and dwelt largely upon the vital im- 
a of preserving its conservative principle 
rom encroachment. 

Mr. WOODBURY obtained the floor for Mon- 


day. 
bn motion by Mr. CHOATE, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 15, 1845. 
The journal Spy was read and approved. 
Mr. RAMSEY asked leave to introduce a bill, 
pursuant to notice. 
Objections for the present were made. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION-——-FOX AND WIS- 


CONSIN RIVERS. 

Mr. JAMESON asked, and obtained leave, to 
make a personal explanation. While he (Mr. J.) 
was in the chair of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Owen] had risen and made some re- 
marks in reply to remarks he (Mr. J.) had made 
the day before, on the bill making appropriation 
for the Fox and Wisconsin rivers. From the re- 
port of the gentleman’s remarks, he found that he 
(Mr. J.) had been misapprehended entirely by the 

entleman. From the report of his remarks (and 
he wished the reporters to take notice of it) it 
would appear that he was opposed to this bill pro- 
posing to make this appropriation of alternate sec- 
tions of land to carry on the Wabash and Erie ca- 
nal. Being in the chair at the time, he could not 
rise to explain. What he had said was this: The 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Davis,] the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands, had introduced 
an amendment to that bill which, if carried, would 
defeat the billas a matter of course. This bill, 
relative to the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, called for 
an appropriation of alternate sections of land precise- 
ly as the bill did in relation to the Indiana canal. 
He had then stated that he was in favor of the Indi- 
ana bill,on the ground that he believed the govern- 
men of the United States would never be the loser, 
but, in fact, would bethe gainer, by granting alter- 
nate sections, for the purpose of carrying on inter- 
nal works of general advantage to the State, as well 
as the Union; but he had complained of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, as he had a bill of the same kind 
for his State, that he should object to this proposi- 
tion for Wisconsin. He (Mr. J.) went for the bill 
in the Committee on Public Lands, appropriating 
for the Indiana canal. He expected to go for it in 
the House. For the same reason he favored the 
bill for the Fox and Wisconsin rivers; and he was 
satisfied that the general government would lose 
nothing by it; that it would have all the chance of 
gaining, with the risk of losing nothing. 


MARINE HOSPITALS ON THE WESTERN 


WATERS. 

The bill reported last evening by Mr. Jonn P. 
Kennepy from the Committee on Commerce, ap- 
propriating for the erection of marine hospitals on 
the western rivers and lakes, and for the purchase of 
a site at Baltimore, came up, with motions pending 
to refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and to the Commitice of Ways and 
Means, 
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After some conversation, the bill was referred to " thereon; and the same was referred to the Commit- 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
On motion of Mr. VANCE, the rules were sus- 
pended for half an hour for the reception of such 
reports of committees as did not give rise to de- 


bate. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a resolution providing that hereaf- 
ter the clerk shall not be required to cause any of 
the reports of the committees, except the Committee 
of Claims, which have been printed by the order of 
the House, to be recorded, or in any way placed on 
record in the committee rooms. 

Mr. McK. explained that the object of the resolu- 
tion was to dispense with some of the clerks, by sa- 
ving the writing of reports which were ordered to be 

rinted. 

Debate arising, the resolution lies over. 

DEFAULT OF PAYMENT BY STATES. 

Mr. McKAY, from the same committee, reported 
a joint resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury, whenever any State shall have been, or 
may be, in default for the payment of interest or 

rincipal on investments in its stock or bonds held 
by the United States, in trust, to retainthe whole, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the per 
centage to which such State may ve entitled to the 

roceeds of the sales ofthe public lands within its 
imits, and to apply the same to the payment of 
said interest or principal, or to the reimbursement 
of any sums of money expended by the United 
States for that purpose. 
FOURTH INSTALMENT. 

Mr. STEWART moved the following amend- 
ment: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to ae to several States, agreeably to the pro- 
visions of the act@F the 23d of June, 1636, the amount of 
the fourth ifistalment, viz: $9,239,853 99, (the payment of 
which was postponed for want of funds,) on the first day of 
July next, if the surplus at that time shall he sufficient to 
pay the same; if not, then so much as shall then be on hand; 
and the remainder of the said fourth instalment the said Sec- 
retary is hereby directed to pay as aforesaid whenever 
there shall be a surplus suflicient to pay the same, after 
first discharging the whole of the debt of the United States 
then redeemable. 

The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out of or- 
der. 

Debate arising thereon by Mr. HARDIN, who 
objected to the resolution on the ground that it re- 
tained school moneys, and by others, the resolution 
lies over. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported bills of the following titles: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel D. Enochs. 

A bill for the relief of John Carr, John Batty, and 
Samuel Stevenson. 

A bill for the relief of Geo. D. Spencer. 

All which bills, with the accompanying report, 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. V. also made unfavorable reports in the ca- 
ses of Jeremiah Smith, jr., Thomas J. Wright, 
John Francis, Charles Devall, and Teacle Savage, ad- 
ministrator of Bolitha Laws; all which were laid on 
the table. 

Also, the bill for the relief of F. M. Irish, with an 
adverse report; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. T. SMITH, from the same cemmittee, re- 
pou bills for the relief of Peter Spaver and of 

ames Macaboy: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PHCENIX, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, with amendments, the bill 
from the Senate to allow drawback on goods ex- 
ported in original packages to Chihuahua and San- 
ta Fe, Mexico. Phe bill and amendments were or- 
dered to be printed, and lie on the table. 

NEW LAND DISTRICT IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the bill 
from the Senate entitled ‘An act to organize a new 
land district in the southern part of Arkansas,” re- 
ported the same, without amendment; and, 

On motion of Mr. McC., the same was put on its 
passage, and read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. J. A. WRIGHT, from the same cominittee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Mary Ann Brunner, 
of Butler county, Indiana; which was twice read, 
and referred. 

Mr. A. KENNEDY, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which was referred 
the joint resolution from the Senate for the relief of 
Seth M. Leavenworth, made a favorable report 


tee of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 
_ Mr. R. SMITH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Christian Orendorf; which was read twice, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. D. P. KING, from the Committee on Revo- 
one Pensions, moved that leave be given to 
Robert Wilmot to withdraw his petition and papers: 
agreed to. 

Mr. CLINTON, from the Committee on Public 
Expenditures, to which was referred the memorial 
of Lieutenant John T. McLaughlin, of the United 
States navy, made a report thereon, which was laid 
over, on notice of debate. 

Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of A. B. 
MeMillon; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the bill from the Senate for the relief 
of the heirs of Charles Fisher, reported the same 
without amendment: referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, to which had 
been referred the petition of Charles Chappell, made 
an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. McCONNELL, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to which had been referred the bill 
from the Senate for the relief of William C. Easton, 
reported the same without amendment: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the bil! from the 
Senate to provide for the organization of a corps of 
sappers and miners, made a report on the same; and 
it was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. IRVIN, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to which had been referred the bill Ng. 52 
from the Senate for the relief of Joshua Shaw, re- 
ported the same, with amendments: referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. IRVIN, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the memorial of Dejah Brown; 
and the committee was discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. 

Mr. BARNARD moved to confine the reports of 
the committees to such reports as would not give 
rise to debate: agreed to. ; 

On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of a number of petitions and memori- 
als that had been referred to said commitiee. 


Mr. PARMENTER moved that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs be discharged from the feriier con- 
sideration of the petition of the mechanics of the 
Washington navy-yard, asking to be paid for the 
time they lost last winter: agreed to; and, 

On motion of Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, said memo- 
rial was recommitted to said committee, with in- 
structions to report the facts to the House. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Jomes H. Clark; which was read 
twice, and referred. 

On motion of Mr. MURPHY, the said committee 
was discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of passed assistant surgeon Charles F. Guil- 
lou; and, 

On motion of Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, the same 
was recommitted to said committee, with instruc- 
tions to report the facts to the House. 

On motion of Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR, the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions was discharged 
from the further consideration of a number of peti- 
tions and memorials that were referred to said com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HERRICK, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported bills for the relief of Pat- 
rick Mastor, Lemuel Moody, and Peter Wilson; 
which were read a first and second time, and refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole House, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MODELS OF PATENTS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported a joint resolution for the publishing the 
models of patents: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, made a report with reference 


to the ventilation of the hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Also a report on the subject of a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, asking additional build 
ings for his department; both which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE, the Committee «n 
the Library were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of sundry memorials. 

ACCEPTANCE OF OFFICE OF THE PRESIDEN? 
AND VICE PRESIDENT ELECT. 

Mr. BURKE made the following report: 

The joint committee appointed by the Senate and 
House of Representatives to wait upon and inform 
the Hon. James K. Polk, of Tennessee, of his elec- 
tion to the office of President of the United States, 
for the term of four years from and after the 3d day 
of March, 1845; and also to wait upon and inform 
the Hon. George M. Dallas, of Pennsylvania, ef 
his election to the office of Vice President of the 
United States for the same term, report: 

That they have attended to the duty assigned 
them; and that 

The President elect, in signifying his acceptance 
of the office to which he had been chosen by the 
people, expressed his deep sense of gratitude to 
them for the confidence which they had repoeed in 
him, and requested us to convey to our respe 
Houses of Congress assurances that, in eXxeecut 
the responsible duties which would devolve upon 
him, it would be his anxious desire to inaitain 
honor and promote the welfare of his country. A 
that 

The Vice President elect, in signifying his aceer!- 


ance of the office to which he had been chosen 
the people, expressed his profound gratitude to 
them, and declared that, drawt, unexpectediy Sy 
the generous suffrages of his fellow-citizens from 


the shades of private life into the full elare of « 
ficial station, it was difficult to repress the selier 
that he might not be equal to the exigencies of oO 
sudden a change; but that, swayed by an ardent « 
votion to the high honor, true interest, and fo 
union of the American States, he would enter wit 
zeal upon the duties assigned to him, in the hope « 
at least partially realizing the expectations of 

by whose confidence he had been honored. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE, 

Ordered, That the report be entered at large on the 
nal of the House, and that it be printed 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE. 

Mr. BARNARD, from the Select Committee on 
the National Institute, made a report, accompanied 
by a bill in relation to the collections and deposi 
of the National Institute for the Promotion of 
Science: referred to the Committee of the Who! 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be print 

SKY-ROCKETs, &c. 

Mr. THOMAS H. SEYMOUR, from the cel 
committee on this subject, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Alvin C. Goell, and for other purposes: re 
twice, referred to the Committee of the Who! 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on t! 
Judiciary, reported a bill to extend the provis of 
the act of 3ilst May, 1844, amendatory of the j 
ciary act of September, 1789. 

r. S. asked that the bill be put on its ; 
He sent to the Clerk’s table, where it wes re 
letter from the Sectretary of the Treasury show: 
the importance of this bill. 

The bill was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be engrossed, read a third time and passed. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill to amend the act to 
provide for the enlistment of boys in the naval 
vice, and to extend the terms of enlistment of 
men. 

Mr. P. explained the object of the bill. 

The bill was read three times and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Comm ttee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to James 
Davidson; which was twice read, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STILES, from the Committee on the Pos 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
for the relief of 5. B. Stokes, surviving partner of 
Stockton & Stokes: referred to the Commitiec of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, the Commit- 
tee on Commerce was discharged from the further 
consideration of sundry memorials. 
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Mr. J. E. CARY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the le- 
gal representatives of William Dixon: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MISSION TO JAPAN. 

Mr. PRATT, chairman of the Select Committee 
on Statistics, remarking that, when the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill came up, he should 
move an amendment to defray the expenses of a 
mission to the empire of Japan, laid on the ta- 
ble statistics and facts relative to that subject; which 
were ordered to be printed. 

Reports from committees having been gone 
through, 

Mr. HOUSTON, on leave, presented certain res- 
olutions of the legislature of Alabama; which, with- 
out reading, were laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

LANDS ON STATEN ISLAND. 


Mr. PRATT, on leave, presented the following 
resolution of the assembly of New York; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That our senators and representatives in Con- 


gress be instructed to use their influence in carrying out 
the sale by this State of certain lands on Staten Island, to 


the United States, for military purposes; the proceeds of | 


which sale are, agreeably to an uct of the legislature of this 
State, passed May 4, 1844, to be used for building an arsenal 
in the county of New York, and the repair of the arsenal at 


Albany 

Mr. McCLELLAND, on leave, presented resol- 
utions of the legislature of Michigan in regard to 
Texas, and on the subject of postage: laid on the 
table, and ordered to printed. 

Mr. HUBARD asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. McKAY objected; but subsequently with- 
drew the objection. 

Mr. HUBARD then, on leave, offered a resolu 
tion inquiring of the Secretary of the Treasury as to 
the cause of the delay in answering the call for in- 
formation made at the last session, relative to bank 
paper, currency, exchanges, &e. The resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH asked leave, and, objec- 
tion being made, moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to take up and consider a resolution calling 
on the Secretary of War for information as to the 
best mode of draining low lands, &c. 

On the motion to suspend, Mr. S. asked the yeas 
and nays; which were refused, 

The question was taken, and the motion was re- 
jected. 

On motion by Mr. ATKINSON, the Committee 
of the Whole teak was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill for the relief of certain 
contractors of the government, and the same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Ou motion by Mr. MeKAY, the bill making ap- 
propriations for the sefvice of the Post Office De- 
partment, and the bill making appropriations for 


fortifications, returned from the Senate with amend- || 
ments, were taken up and referred to the Committee 


of Ways and Means. 
The following bills from the Senate were severally 
read twice and referred to appropriate committees : 
A bill providing for the purchase and distribution 
of the proceedings of the Supreme Court among the 
several States and Territories. 


A bill providing for the transportation of the mail | 


between the United States and foreign countries. 

A joint resolution authorizing the employment of 
additional inspectors of the customs for the port of 
New Orleans. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the pean Hoprxws, ef Virginia, in the chair.) | 


Mr. McKAY moved that the committee take up 
the bill making re for the support of 
the army for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 
1846. 

This motion being carried, the bill was taken up 
and read through. 

It was then read by sections, for the purpose of 
being amended ; and en the first section was read, 

Mr. DUNCAN offered an amendment to reduce 
the pay of the major general, and said that, before 
he proceeded with his remarks, he wised to inquire 
of the chairmain of the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs if he knew what was the pay of the major gen- | 


eral. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said it was stated in the 
Army Register. 


| mistaken. 





|| commanding 


| failure of the 





Mr. DUNCAN replied that the gentleman was 
It was not set down in the army report. 
He saw it stated there that the pay of the major 
general was $7,144 88; but that, in his opinion, was 
short of the amount treally received by him some 
three or four thousand dollars. 

Mr. McKAY stated that the pay of the major 
general was all set down under the different heads, 
such as pay, quarters, fuel, forage, and rations, but 
what was called longevity rations was not stated. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Yes. Double rations—I know 
that they are not explained, and I want to know 
what they are. 

Some further explanations took place between 
Messrs. HARALSON, DUNCAN, and J. 
BLACK. 

Mr. DUNCAN then addressed the committee at 
length in favor of his amendment, contending that 
the pay of the major general was too high, and 
that it ought not only to be reduced, but that the 
amount ought to be ascertained and fixed by law. 
He said it was a strange regulation which gave the 
eneral of the army near $10,000 a 
year, while the Secretary of War, under whose 


|| command he was, received but $6,000 a year. 


Mr. D., in conclusion, gave notice of another 
amendment which he should offer in case of the 
resent amendment. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK, before voting on this amend- 
ment, wished to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs and of Naval Affairs if | 


there was not a law now in existence requiring that 
so much money and rations should be paid te the 
officers of the army? If it was so, he should feel 
himself bound to vote for the appropriation bills un- 
til the law was repealed. When the question of re- 
peal came up, the subject would be presented in a 
different light. 

Mr. B. further briefly replied to some of the points 
taken by Mr. Duncan. 

Mr, McKAY did not know whether the gentle- 
man from Ohio was exactly incorrect in proposing 
this amendment. Now, it was known to the com- 
mittee that this bill been reported by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, making appropriations in con- 
formity to existing laws. 

Mr. DUNCAN (Mr. McK. yielding the floor) 
withdrew the pending amendment, and moved an- 
other amendment, which, after several modifications, 
and several points of order raised against it by Mr. 
Dromcoo.er, on the ground of irrelevancy, and other 
reasons, and overruled by the Chairman, took the 
form of an addition to the bill of a proviso, laying 
down a scale of salaries [substantially as proposed in 
the bill for the reduction of the army, reported by 
Mr. J. A. Brack, and pending in committee] of the 
officers of the army, viz: for the major general 
$3315 per month; the brigadier general $250 per 
month; the adjutant general $1913, &c., (running 
through and comprising the greater portion of the 
said bill of Mr. Brack, ) restricting all allowances for 
other services, repealing all acts inconsistent there- 
with, &c. 

Mr. J. A. BLACK hoped the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Duncan] would not press this amendment now, 
which was the same as the bill reported by him | pa 
B.) from the select committee on the subject of the 
reduction ofthe army. If he withdrew it, he should 
have a fair opportunity of discussing this bill, pro- 
vided he could gain the assent of the committee. He 
(Mr. B.) had forborne to press the bill, on the ground 
of the great pressure of business before the House, 
and because he was satisfied it would not now pass 
the Senate. It was, however, daily becoming more 
and more popular, and it must pass and become a 
law ere long. He hoped the gentleman would not 
oress the subject in the form of this amendment, as 
Ire deemed that the effect of it would be only to post- 
pone final action on the subject. 

Mr. HARALSON opposed the amendment. He 
believed that the pay of the army should be re- 
duced, but it was improper to do it in this bill. He 
considered the amendment out of place, and that it 
could effect no good. 

Mr. DUNCAN replied, and contended that this 
bill was the proper one to make the reduction in; 
and that i it conld not be done at this time, it would 
not be done this session. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE opposed the amendment as 
out of place, and not calculated to effect the object 
in view. The pay of the officers of the army was 
regulated by existing laws, and the House was 
bound, in good faith to them, to appropriate the 
mower to give them the pay to which they were en- 
titied. 
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Mr. SMITH of Indiana spoke in favor of the 
amendment. He was opposed to paying so high a 
salary to the major general, and to the manner in 
which he was paid. He was opposed, also, to the 
paying of officers by a sliding scale, as in the case 
of the longevity rations, because he had observed 
that these sliding scales un-formly slide upw: rds. 
He thought that retrenchment and reform couli be 
as well introduced in an appropriation bill as in any 
other; and he thought this the appropriate time to 
make the reduction, which seemed on all hands to 
be considered necessary. 

Mr. OWEN was in favor of the reduction of the 
army and of the a whenever, and as soon as it 
could be effected in the proper mode; but, while he 
wanted to see this reform in the army and navy, he 
should object to undertaking to effect a reform so 
great in a manner so trifling. 

Mr. G. W. JONES did not rise to make a speech; 
but, as a friend of retrenchment, as an advocate of the 
reduction of salaries not only of the officers of the 
army, but ofmost, ifnot all of the officers employed in 
this government, he should vote for this amendment. 
He briefly and warmly advocated the erving im- 
portance of retrenchment and reform in various de- 
partments of the government—in the army particu- 


arly. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS referred to the action of the 
committee of the House on this subject at the last 
session and at previous sessions. He had made, at 
the last session, as strong an effort as he was capa- 
ble of, to abolish the office of major-general, and, 
failing in that, to reduce his salary; and the whole 
project received not ten votes in this House. He 
was convinced that it was an entire waste of time to 

ress this proposition. As for the Committe of the 
Whole on the state of the Union abolishing the of- 
fice of major general, he was well convinced, from 
the indications, that it would be much more likely 
that the major general would abolish the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union! He was 
drawn into a brief expression of his views on the 
subject of the utter inutility of that office, and the 
propriety of abolishing it; but, returning to the point 
from which he started, he reiterated the expression 
of his opinion that it would only result in a useless 
consumption of time. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE, in all sincerity, appealed to 
the committee if they were prepared, on a regular 
appropriation bill, and at this late stage of the ses- 
sion, with but about two weeks remaining, to go in- 
to an examination of the salaries and emoluments of 
all the officers of the army, as proposed by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dun- 
caNn.] He referred to one or two of the obvious in- 
equalities of the bill, and mentioned other considera- 
tions, to show the difficulty, and the utter impossi- 
bility of the committee now going into an intelli- 
gent action, and doing that justice to the subject 
which its importance demanded, 

Some conversation arose between Messrs. DUN- 
CAN and DROMGOOLE. 

Mr. DUNCAN asked for tellers on the question. 
He was in earnest; he meant what he said; and he 
trusted he should be sustained by every friend of 
economy in this House. 

Mr, McKAY made some additional observations 
in opposition to the amendment. He would vote 
fora reduction of the pay of the army, which he 
thought in many instances too high, but did not 
think this the proper way to do it. The committee 
on this bill had made several reductions, and cor- 
rected several abuses that existed. 

Mr. CLINTON would ask the gentleman why it 
was not proper to reduce the pay of the major gen- 
eral in this bill, when the committee had already 
reduced the pay of the cadets four dollars a month. 

Mr. McKAY explained, and continued his re- 
marks. He avowed himself in favor of retrench- 
ment in all the other branches of the government 
as well as in the army, but thought it too late in the 
session to effect anything in that way. He would 
reduce the pay of the navy, the civil officers of the 
government, and he would also reduce the pay and 
mileage of members of Congress. When gentlemen 
would bring forward these measures, they would 
find that he would go with them. 

Mr. J. A. BLACK, with a view of testing the 
sense of members on the subject of retrenchment, 
moved to lay the bill aside, and take up the bill reg- 
ulating the pay of the army. ‘ 

On putting the question on this motion, the vote 
was—ayes 48, noes 37. 

No quorum voti 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved to take up the 
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bill fixing the compensation of members of Con- 
ress at six dollars aday. Let us, said he, begin at 


ome. 

The CHAIR said the motion was not in order. 

The question was again put by tellers on Mr. 
Biack’s motion, and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—ayes 65, noes 57. 

So the bill was laid aside. 

Mr. McKAY moved to take up the civil and di- 
plomatic oenprs bill. 

The CHAIR said the question would be put first 
on taking up the bill named by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Dae) ue the bill to regu- 
late the pay of the army; and 

On taking this question, it was decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 63, noes 49. 

So the bill was taken up, and read through by 
sections, for the purpose of being amended. 

On motion by Mr. BLACK, some amendments 
were made to correct an error in printing the bill in 
relation to the pay of the adjutant general and as- 
sistant adjutant general. 

The Clerk then progressed with the reading of 
several sections of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIT moved to strike out the word 
“chaplains,” and leaving the appropriation for this 
purpose for the payment of “professors of ethies.” 

Mr. P. made some remarks, intended to show the 
absurdity, and allading to the unconstitutionality of 
the employment of chaplains under government. 

‘The section fixing the pay of captains of dragoons 
at $105 per month, being under consideration, 

On motion of Mr. J. A. BLACK, an 
amendment was adopted to increase the pay to 
$112 50. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK, an amendment was 
adopted to insert the name of “military storekeepers,”’ 
among those officers entitled to receive one ration 
per day. 

An amendment of Mr. Brack to the 7th section, 
having been amended, on motion of Mr. FISH, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK moved an amendment to increase 
the salary of storekeepers of ordnance, from $1,250 
to $1,500: agreed to. 

Mr. FISH moved an amendment to the 12th 
section, providing for the discharge of supernumerary 
lieutenants, &c. &c., the object of which he explain- 
ed to be, to effect as large a reduction of the number 
as proposed in the bill, but by the different mode of 
disbanding a sufficient number of the graduating 
class of cadets, instead of those who had served two 
or three years in the army, and providing for the 
gradual absorption of the supernumerary officers of 
the army, (so that the result would be the same in 
twelve or eighteen months,) instead of their imme- 
diate discharge. 

Mr. F. further explained and advocated the 
amendment. 

Mr. BLACK opposed the amendment in few 
words. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected. 

On motion by Mr. J. A. BLACK, a further 
amendment was made, to make the time of service 
of the cadets five years instead of four. 

On'motion of Mr. J. A. BLACK, the committee 
rose, and reported the bill to the House. 

The question being on concurring in the amend- 
ments made in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. J. A. BLACK moved the previous question; 
which was seconded by the House, and the main 
question ordered, 

The question was then put on concurring in the 
amendments made in Committee of the Whole; and 
it was decided in the affirmative, without a division. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, 

On motion of Mr. DUNCAN, 

The House then adjourned. 

The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of John P. Shearman and 
others, of the county of Chautauque, New York, praying 
for the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, aud the Territories of the United States. 

By Mr. ALBERT SMITH: The memorial of D. 8. Curtis 
and others, citizens of Perry, New York, against the annex- 
ation of Texas as slave territo Also the petition of W. 
J. Chapin, and other citizens of Perry, New York, for uni- 
form and cheap postage, and entire abolition of the frankin 
privilege. Also the 
zens of Perry, New York, praying for the abolition of slave- 
ry in the District of Columbia. 

By J. BROWN: The petition of sundry citizens of Ches- 


tition of D. 5. Curtis and others, citi- 
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ter and Lancaster counties, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
establishment of a new post roadfrom Penningtenville, in 


Chester county, to the Buck, in Lancaster county, Pennsy! 
vania. 

By Mr. BOWER: The petition of Benjamin Fourmana 
and 28 others, praying Congress to permit the inhabitants of 
township 59, range 12, to relinquish to the United States the 
16th section of said township, and to enter in lieu thereof 
the same quantity of other unappropriated land belonging 
to the government: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. The petition of John Peoples and 31 others, pray- 
ing weneoes to permit the inhabitants of township 59, range 
11, to relinquish to the United States the 16th section of said 
township, and to enter in lien thereof the same quantity of 
other unappropriated lands belonging to the government: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 17, 1845. 


The PRESIDENT pro. tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report from the War Department, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, information in possession of that department of 
the most practicable mode of facilitating the ap- 
proach to the mineral region ef Lake Superior; 
which, 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, was ordered 
to he printed. He further moved the printing of 
1,000 copies extra. ‘The motion was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from sundry citi- 
zens of Livingston county, New York, praying the 
reduction of the rates of postage, and the discon- 
tinuance of the franking privilege: ordered to le on 
the table. 

Also presented a petition from citizens of Che- 
nango county, New York, praying that Texas may 
not be annexed to the United States; that slavery 
may be abolished in the District of Columbia, and 
the slave trade between the several States; and that 
the laws of the United States now in force in their 
Territories may be extended over Oregon Territory, 
and that measures may be adopted for securing to 
the United States the acquisition of the province of 
Canada. 

The question of reception being raised on the 
slavery portion of the petition, it was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Also presented a memorial from James McKown 
and others, members of the bar and the judiciary in 
the State of New York, praying that the reports of 
the decisions of the Supreme Court may be pub- 
lished by Congress, and placed in the possession of 
the bar and the people of the several States and ‘Ter- 
ritories: ordered to lie on the table. 


On motion by Mr. DIX, it was ordered that leave 
be given to John H. Sherburne and Hugh Dobbin 
to withdraw their petitions and papers from the files 
of the Senate. 


Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from sundry 
inhabitants of Leeds, Maine, remonstrating against 
the annexation of Texas to the United States: order- 
ed to lie on the table. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial from 
the inhabitants of Burlington, Connecticut, praying 
that every proposition for the annexation of Texas 
may be rejected: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented resolutions of the citi- 
zens of Thornville, Perry county, Ohio; which were 
read, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


“Resolved, That in the opinion of the meeting, the United 
States should take immediate steps forthe sole occupation 
and settlement of the Oregon Territory. 

“2, That the United States ought not to refuse so great an 
acquisition as the annexation of Texas. 

“3, That our senators in Congress ought not to be bound 
by the instructions of the whig legislature on the subject of 
annexation, as the whigs have heretofore denied the right of 
instruction, and justified Mr. Ewing, when United States 
senator, in refusing to abide by the express wishes of the 
legisluture. 

“4, That should the democrats agree to be bound by whig 
instructions, whilst the whigs refuse to pay any attention 
to those of the democrats, the latter would labor un- 
der all the disadvantages of instruction, while the former 
would possess all its advantages. Such a system would be 
bad for want of mutuality. 

“5, That when the whigs prescribe a dose for others which, 
under the same circumstances, they have refused take them- 
selves, they act the part of quacks, who, it is notorious, al- 
ways decline swallowing their own physic. We hope our 
senators will not be humbugged by any such charlatanry.” 


Mr. JOHNSON presented a memorial from 45 
citizens of See ane praying that the naturali- 
zation laws may be so altered as to require a resi- 
dence of foreigners of 21 years before they shall be 
admitted to the rights of citizenship: referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ASHLEY ‘presented a petition from E. B. 
Elliott and 87 citizens of Arkansas, praying for the 
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establishment of a mail route from Columbia to the 
seat of justice of Union county, Arkansas: re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. ASHLEY, on leave, introduced the following 


joint resolution as a substitute for that previously 


introduced by him for the annexation of Texas; 
which was ordered to be printed, viz: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of “America in Cengress assembled, That 
the republic of Texas, by the name and style of “the 
State of Texas,” be received and admitted into this Union, 
upon the same footing with the original States in all respects 
whatever, upon the following conditions: 


1. That a convention, duly called by the constituted au- 
thorities thereof, shall so modify or amend the existing 
constitution of said Republic, as to adopt it to the constitu 
tion of the United States 

2. That it shall also be so amended as to provide that said 
State may be divided into new States, not exceeding fre in 
number, to be received and admitted into the Union, in 
conformity to the constitution of the United States, upon 
the same footing with the original States 

3. Thatthe United States be authorized to adjust and set- 
tle all questions of boundary which may arise with other 
governments : 

4. That all fortifications, barracks, navy and navy-yards, 
docks, magazines, arms, and accoutrements, al! mines, 
minerals, salt lakes and springs, all public edifices, ex- 
cept the capitol, court-houses, jails, and other buildings 
adapted to State, county, end other local purposes, and all 
other property and means appertaining to the public ds 
fence, belonging to said republic. not ineluting the puble 
funds, debts, taxes, and dues of every deseription, be ceded 
to the United States. 

5. That all the public lands within the limits of said re 
public be pledged to the payment of its debt, and tran 
ferred to the United States in trust, to be sold and dispoeed 
of in the same manner as the public lands of the | 
States, and the proceeds thereot be applied to the payment 
of said debts, after deducting the expense incident to th 
management and sale thereoi; and after the final dischar 
of the whole amount of said debt, the residue thereot shail 
be annually paid to the State of Texas, unless other States 
shall be formed within her limits; in such case, it shall be 
apportioned and paid, respectively, in proportion to their 
representation in Congress: Provided, Thatin no event shell 
said debt be assumed by or become a charge uponthe United 
States. 

6. That a commission of four shall be appointed, two 
by the United States, and two by the State of Texas, 
whose duty it shall be to ascertain the debts of Texas; and 
there shall be paid an annual salary of three thousand dol- 

lars to each of said commissioners, in leu of all other 
compensation Whatever, which, with all other expenses is 
cidental to said commission, shall be paid out ofthe proce: 
of the lands. That the United States shall prescribe such 
rules and regulations for the government ot 


nited 


the co 


missioners, and for the convenient and prompt payment of 
said debts, as may be necessary; it being understood, that 
Texas may designate such debts as she may desire to | 

first paid, not exceeding the sum of five hundred thousand 


dollars. 


ith. That such State or States as may be formed ont ef 


that portion of said territory which lies horth of thirty-six 
degress and thirty minut of north latitude, shall be su! 
ject to the provisions of the sth section of the act of Congres 
of 6th March, 1820, commoniy ecatied and known as the 
lissonri compromise; but such State or States as may 


formed out of that portion of said territory which lies so 

of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude shail}! 
admitted into the Union with or without the provision 
cified in said sth section, as the people of each State, from 
the great diversity of said climate and products, 1 
desire. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, re- 
questing the senators and representatives from the 
State of New York to urge an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Hudson river: ordered to he on 
the table. 

A'so presented a petition from George C. Lewis 
and others, of Utica, Onondaga county, New York, 
praying for a reduction of the rates of postage; end 
a petition of the inhabitants of Erie county, New 
York, praying for the annexation of Canada simul- 
taneously with ‘Texas; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the bill from the House 


for the relief of the legal representatives of Alexan- 
der Mitchell. 


Mr. NILES, from the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads, reported back without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill from the House for the relief of the Bank of ‘ 
the Metropolis. 

Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Territories, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that they do pass, the House bill for the 
construction and improvement of certain roads in 
the Territory of Wisconsin; and the House bill sup- 

lementary to the act for laying off the towns of Fort 
Madison, Barlin ton, Bellevieu, Dubuque, &c. 
Mr. ARCHER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, made an adverse report (which was or- 
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dered to be printed) on the petition of John Bald- 
win, preying indemnity for losses sustained in Mex- 


ico. 
Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
f airs, reported a bill for the benefit of the Stock- 
bridge nation of Indians; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the memorial of the officers and crew 
of the United States frigate Cumberland, praying 
for the abolition of the spirit portion of the navy 
ration; and the petition of Mary McNelly, for a re- 
newal of her pension. 

The committee was discharged from this case on 
the ground that it was already provided for in a 
general bill, which had passed the Senate. 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported back, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill from the House 
granting a pension to Sohn E Wright. 

On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, what 
measures, if any, have been taken by the government of 
the United States to obtain redress from the British govern- 
ment for the illegal capture of the fishing schooner Argus 
of Portland, and other American vessels engaged in the 


fisheries, under a pretended infraction of the convention of 
the 20th Uctober, 1538. 


Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back, without amendment, and ad- 
versely to its passage, the bill granting a pension to 
Susannah Scott, the widow of William Scott. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. Joun- 
son on Saturday last, was considered and agreed to, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate of the reasons which have 
prevented him from communicating copies of the corres- 
pondence, evidence, and papers, on file in the State Depart- 
ment, in the case of the owners of the brig General Arm- 
strong, called for by their resolution of the 8th ultimo. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the previous orders 
of the day were postponed, and the bill amendatory 
of the act making eppropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of government for the year 
1839, was taken up for consideration, as in commit- 
tee of the whole, on an amendment of the Committee 
on Finance. The amendment being agreed to, the 
bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrosse2 a8 amended, and read a third time. 

he previous orders were further postponed, and 
the bill authorizing the South Carolina Railroad 
company to import, free of duty, the necessary ma- 
chinery and pipe to construct one mile of an atmos- 





pheric railroad, was taken up, as in committee of | 


the whole, for consideration. 

Mr. STURGEON objected to the passage of the 
bili. He wished to know under what peculiar cir- 
cumstances this iron is to be imported. 

Mr. EVANS expressed the ees that no objec- 
tion would be interposed to the passage of this bull 
All the information he had was already well known; 
that was, that there was a new invention in Eng- 
land making an application of the atmosphere as a 
propelling power. It was, no doubt, an experiment 
89 tested as to answer exceedingly well for a short 
distance. Its application to a long line was not well 
settled. ‘The pipe and machinery could not be made 
here; nor could it in England, except by the invent- 
or himself. The committee thought that it would 
be an object to intreduce the invention here, which 
would be for the benefit of the Pennsylvania iron 
manufacturers. ‘They would thereby become ac- 
quainted with the mannerof making the pipes, and 
furnishing them, if there should be any further de- 
mand in the country for them. The object for bring- 
ing the pipe and machinery into the country is this: 
The South Carolina Railroad company bave a grade 
to overcome of a mile in extent by stationary pow- 
er. It was supposed, from the information re- 
ceived, that the atmosphere could be applied by 
them with great advantage, instead of the stationary 
machinery. The amount of duties was not very 
great; and the company would be at considerable 
expense for sending an agent abroad. If the pipe 
was successfully introduced into the country, it 
would, no doubt, be a benefit to the manufacturers 
here. 

Mr. STURGEON remarked that he did not like 
any innovation to be made on the tariff. If that 
law was altered at all, the alterations should be 
general in their character, and not partial. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved to take up the bill granting 
to the county of Wyandott, in the State of Ohio, 
certain lots in the town of Sandusky; which motion 
was disagreed to. 

The following resolution submitted by Mr. 
Breese on Saturday, was taken up, and agreed 
to, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate whatquantity of the public 
lands have been reserved from sale in the State of Illinois 
as ‘‘mineral lands” south of the base line and west of the 
third principal meridian in said State, specifying particular- 
ly the sections and parts of sections so reserved, with the 
township and range in which the same are situate, and in 
what yeur the same were reserved, and by what act of Con- 
gress. 

The following resolution submitted by Mr. 
W oosrince on Saturday, was taken up, and agreed 
to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 
cate to the Senate such information as may remain in the 
General Land Office, orthe Treasury Department, concern- 
ing the “errors and frauds” in the surveys of the public 
lands in Michigan, in townships north and west of Sanga- 
mon bay—alluded to in the last annual report of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. That he transmit to 
the Senate copies of such memorial, resolution, or legisla- 
tive act of the legislature of Michigan on the same subject, 
as may remain in the General Land Office. That he cause 
the Senate to be informed what progress may have been 
made in correcting those errors und frauds, or in resurvey- 
ing the lands in question; andthat he communicate to the 
Senatean estimate ofthe probable expense of completing 
those corrections or resurveys. 

Resolved further, That the said secretary inform the Sen- 
ate, on or before the first day of the next session, of the prog- 
ress made in —— the errors and completing the re- 
turns of the survey of township 1 south, range 7 east, in 
the same State, and an estimate of the damages sustained 
(if any) by individual purchasers of lands within said town- 
ship by reason of such errors of surveys or false or imper- 
fect returns of such survey; and 

Resolved further, That the said secretary inform the Sen- 
ate whether, from the character of the country, or from diffi- 
culty of access, there be any portion of the public lands 
along the borders of Lake Huron, or elsewhere in the State 
of Michigan, for the survey of which the rate of compensa- 
tion affixed by law is inadequate, and what addition to such 
rate of compensation in his opinion may be requisite. 

The act from the House extending the judiciary 
acts, was read twice, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. wie 

The bills from the House making hy Nie 
for the payment of naval pensions, and the support 
of the military academy at West Point, for the year 
ending 30th June, 1846, were read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
tionary Claims, made an adverse report (which was 
ordered to be printed) on the petition of Francis 
Sumter, the administrator de bonis non on the estate 
of Thomas Sumter, praying the reimbursement of 
money advanced by him to the United States during 
the revolutionary war. 

Mr. CHOATE submitted a motion that an addi- 
tional number of the abstract of the treaty of China 
be printed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill entitled “An act 
to provide for the satisfaction of claims of certain 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the 
French prior to 1800.” ; 

The question being, ‘‘Sha'l the bill pass?” 

Mr. McDUFFIE very much regretted that the 
Senate was called upon to act upon a bill of such 
magnitude as this without having ample time to dis- 
cuss its merits. He said it had passed to its present 
stage through the Senate very rapidly, without even 
any discussion at all, nae the speech of the sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Cuoare] in its sup- 
port, which he understood (as he did not hear it) 
was a very able argument in favor of the clainis. 
He stated this not for the purpose of making com- 
plaint, but as his apology for presenting, at that 
stage of the proceeding, an argument against the 
bill. 

Mr. McD. then alluded to the history of the 
claims, which originated nearly half a century ago, 
in consequence of spoliations committed by the 
French prior to 1800; and, so far as there was any 
responsibility on the part of the government to sat- 
isfy them, were rejected forty-three years ago. The 
first application to Congress, he believed, was mae 
in 1802, though the number of applicants could not 
be ascertained, as all the petitions successively pre- 
sented had been withdrawn by the claimants. He 
inferred, from a petition presented in 1807, that the 
number of claimants was not more than ten or fif- 
teen. The number in 1802 was ig not much 
larger. The next application for indemnity was 
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made in 1818 to the House of Representatives. |; 
was submitted to a committee of which Mr. Roberts 
of Pennsylvania, was chairman, who made an ad. 
verse eee — it. Another application was made 
in 1822 by a few individuals, and referred to a com- 
mittee of which Mr. Russell, of Rhode Island, was 
chairman, who also made a report unfavorable to 
the claimants. Again, in 1824, the claims were ye. 
ferred to a committee of the other House, of which 
Mr. Forsyth, of Georgia, was chairman, who made 
an adverse report upon them. So that all the re- 
ports and all the decisions of Congress, prior to 
1827, were adverse to the claimants, except a report 
made by Mr. Manevum, of North Carolina, who 
expressed the opinion that government was bound 
to satisfy the claims, but upon grounds no 
one would maintain at this day. So far as 
he (Mr. McDurriz) had any _ knowledge, 
the decisions of the Senate had been unfavorable to 
the claimants. Mr. McD. then wentinto a history 
of the origin of these claims, the circumstances under 
which the spoliations were committed, the proceed- 
ings of the two governments—France and England 
—concerning them, with the view to show that the 
Unites States was not bound in justice, or by the 
application of the principles of the law of nations, to 
satisfy them. 

Before he had concluded, the hour for proceeding to 
the order of the day had arrived, and the bill was 
laid aside for to-day. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the joint resolution from the 
House for the admission of the State of Texas into 
the Union—the question pending being the motion 
of Mr. Arcner for its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. WOODBURY, being entitled to the floor, 
addressed the Senate for about two hours. 

He said he regretted extremely that, under txist- 
ing circumstances, the resolution before the Senate 
had been opposed with such earnestness by the re- 
port from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
also by the two able speeches of the senators from 
Kentucky and Virginia, [Messrs. Moreneap and 
Rives.] This feeling of opposition arose, in a great 
measure, in relation to the mode of annexation 
adopted by the other House as to this great na- 
tional question; but it was not his purpose to im- 
pugn the motives of those who differed from him in 


‘ opinion; he should only deal with their arguments. 


That this resolution had passed by a deeided ma- 
jority in the other House, after there had beena 
virtual appeal to the people of this country in rela- 
tion to the subject-matter of the resolution, and after 
those who came fresh from the people had decided 
upon the propriety of adopting it; that it is as- 
sailed, under these circumstances, as not merely un- 
constitutional, but inexpedient,--—was, he confessed, a 
circumstance well calculated to create surprise. Let 
him not be misunderstood by any gentleman on the 
other side, in what he now said, as admitting that he, 
(Mr. W.,) or any with whom he was associated, 
if it should be proved that this measure was uncon- 
stitutional or inexpedient, stood here to carry out 
this measure, in the language of those two senators 
who had lately addressed the Senate, as a high- 
handed measure of party supremacy. On the con- 
trary, those with whom he [Mr. Woopsury] was 
associated were equally opposed with himself to 
any violation of the constitution, and as this resolu- 
tion would conform to that constitution or not, so 
they would support it or oppose it. And let it not 
be understood either, as was intimated in the report 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that this 
was an attempt to appropriate to ourselves the 
lands of a weak and unoffending neighbor, without 
its consent, a sort of piratical seizure upon their 
property. Nosuch attempt was contemplated by 
any of the friends of the measure. It could not be; 
and yet it was charged against them, that, by a tem- 
pereey, fleeting majority, and a few resolves frora the 

ouse of Representatives, they were determined to 
carry the measure, if possible, whether inexpedient 
or unconstitutional. 

He repelled all such inferences—all such imputa- 
tions. He yielded to no one in courtesy as to the 
motives of gentlemen on the other side: he charged 
none of them with opposing this measure upon par- 
ty considerations, nor would he allow any such 
motives to be attributed to those on his side of the 
House. What! seizing upon the lands of an un- 
offending neighbor, because it is weak, when this 
resolution merely expresses our assent to that 
neighbor coming into the Union, and co-operating 
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On 
with us in the great business of self-government; 
and when this government, which had been in exist- 
ence fifty years, without stain or reproach, had never, 
to his certain knowledge,seized upon a foot of land be- 
longing to any neighbor, or any remote government— 
nad never, by felonious seizure, taken a particle of 
property of that description, upon any of the — 
occasions which had occured to tempt suc 
cupidity, if it existed! When they had it in their 

wer to obtain by seizure distant islands and 
distant provinces, they forbore; they disdained to 
make use of that power. They wished for no ac- 

uisition of that sort. We desired no fraterniza- 

uon, unless with those powers which wished to 
fraternize with us, and partake of our institutions, 
unless they could be connected by the free 
principles of our government—not taken by 
seizure. When gentlemen talked about Patago- 
nia and the Celestial Empire coming into 
this Union, as he had heard suggested more than 
once, let them look back into our constitutional his- 
tory, and see if it is possible for this government to 
embrace any nation, unless that nation be willing to 
come in and adopt our republican institutions. 

And where does this charge come from—the 
charge that we are aggrandising ourselves at the 
expense of a great principle of national law, and in 
violation of the rights of neighboring countries? 
From a nation from whom we had never, since our 
independence, obtained a foot of property—from a 
nation which had seized upon lands, provinces, and 
regions of country in every quarter of the habitable 
globe; and who had blotted over the map of the 
world with her forts of defence and offence, as we 
have with light-houses on our coasts, to protect and 
to save. When Poland was disbanded—when 
Affghanistan was seized upon—that was only a 
nine days’ wonder, and no complaint, no in- 
terference, was heard from us. ut when we 
merely express our assent, (as the  gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Bucnanan] had 
said; when we merely consent that another 
country may unite with us in government— 
and that country formed of one hundred thousand 
of our brethren, our kith and kin, men who had 
worshipped at the same altars withus, who had 
been educated at the same school, trained up to the 
same republican —— who had fought with us 
at New Orleans and Chippewa;—when we merely 
consent that they may come into our Union and 
participate in the blessings of our institutions,— 
one would suppose that the elements of our re- 

ublican government were to melt with a political 

eat, and chaos was to comeagain. He repelled 
all such inferences and attacks. He stood here to 
say that he was as jealous of our constitutional 
privileges and forms of government as any man on 
the other side of the house. He yielded that they 
were patriotic in their motives, and claimed that his 
side were also patriotic. North, South, East, and 
West—such portions of them as belonged to the 
party with which it was his pride to act—were as 
jealous on this subject, and held the constitution as 
sacred, as any who charged them with an attempt 
to trample upon it by means of a high-handed, 
fleeting majority. What, then, were these consid- 
erations as to expediency, and what were they as to 
constitutional rights? Had we not travelled over 
this whole subject of expediency at a former session? 
had it not gone out to the world? had not the whole 
nation been agitated by it during the recent presi- 
dential canvass? and was it not as well understood 
now as it could be by a year’s further discussion? 
After all this, would gentiemen stand here and den 
the general expediency of a measure of this kind— 
the expediency of sustaining the general defence of 
thia-country, by uniting with a people in our neigh- 
borhood, who ask the liberty to become incorpora- 
ted with us, and enter into our measures for self- 
protection and self-defence? Our fathers settled, in 
the old Congress, the great question, after long de- 
bate, that our people, for the general defence, might 
cross the Alleghanies, and that they might go to the 
Mississippi, and should be free to navigate that river, 
and be free to navigate the great outlet. That people 
weare bound to protect. Weare bound, also, to carry 
outthe very first object in our constitution—the pro- 
tection of domestic tranquillity. We are bound to 
protect the institutions of our country, and the prop- 
erty of our fellow-citizens; and whether our people 
be on the plains of Savannah, or the prairies of the 
West, while the constitution lasts we are bound to 
pratect them; and gentlemen, when they assail a 
proposition which tends to out that object of 
the constitution, assail the constitution itself, and not 





merely the proposition. Do we not know, also, 
that we are bound to protect the frontier in every di- 
rection from the tomahawk and the torch of the sav- 
age, and that the policy of this government had 
driven the Indians upon that remote frontier. Was 
it not our duty to protect the settler from their at: 
tacks, and see that he is not butchered in his cabin. 
And yet gentlemen say there are no grounds of ex- 
pediency in this measure. He passed by all these 
arguments, however. The great object, he appre- 
hended, in this discussion, and that which was most 
important, was the question whether the constitu- 
tion would admit of the accomplishment of this 
ao rene in the mode contemplated. It was 
said that it might be in better form, because it 
asks the assent of Texas. Hs had no doubt that it 
might be better in a different form; but let him tell 
gentlemen that, if Texas was to be admitted upon 
an equal footing with the other States, was it not 
as proper to ask her consent as that the constitution 
should have asked the consent of Virginia, New 
York, and other States? And when you bring it in 
asa government, not as a territory, dees she not 
come in upon an equality with the original States? 
And let him say, also, ‘Texas never would refuse 
her consent to divide her territory upon a general 
constitutional law. How was it the great States 
had uever refused their consent to divide? Where 
was the want of consent from the Old Diminion to 
the division of Kentucky?—of North Carolina to the 
division of her territory into new States?—of Mas- 
sachusetts to the division of Maine? You let New 
York, the Empire State—let her people (for he ad- 
mitted that this was a government of people, as well 
as of States) rise and say that she should be di- 
vided for the interests of the people, and New York, 
as a State, assented to the proposition. Were 
they not, like Texas, consulted upon _ this 
division? This proposition to consult Texas 
upon the division of her territory he 
alluded to because it came from the other branch of 
Congress with a decided majority. It was said, as 
another objection to this bill, that the lands and In- 
dians cannot be managed as well by Texas as by 
the general government. He granted it. He would 
refer, in that respect, the proposition of the honora- 
le senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Asuiry;] but he 
did maintain that the proposition now under con- 
sideration gets rid of one great objection to this an- 
nexation; and that is, that we do not assume the 
debts of Texas. They are now left to be paid by 
Texas herself. They must be left so, because 
otherwise it would involve insurmountable objec- 
tions throughout the whole country. As it stands 
now, it gets rid of all that. Can we do justice to 
Texas in that way? It is said, truly, we take away 
her custom-house; but if her lands were one quarter 
sold, she would have ample means to extinguish her 
debt to the dollar; and, of course, these lands in- 
crease in value upon being united to ours. Is there 
any impropriety to the creditor in this? Is there 
any impropriety in making a convenience of 
her custom-houses when enough is left be- 
hind to secure them? He would pass by all that 
with a single word as to its respectfulness. If 
we had never had any communication with Texas 
upon this matter, there might be something disre- 
speciful in it. But in what position do we stand? 
Have we not been negotiated with, have we not un- 
derstood each other from the beginning? Is it dis- 
respectful that aco-ordinate branch ofthe government 
should act uponit? The great question then is, is it, 
or is it not, constitutional to annex Texas, or rather 
consent to her admission, in the manner proposed in 
this resolution? Now, if he understood the report 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
speeches of the two gentlemen who had addressed 
the Senate within a few days past, [Messrs. Morr- 
head and Rives,] the first objection urged was, that 
Congress cannot admit new States into the Union 
which are not territory already belonging to the 
Union. ‘That was one branch of the opposition. An- 
other branch of opposition was, that we cannot ad- 
mit States into the Union by an act of Congress, 
although before territory within the United States, 
because it was not within the Union in 1789. 

[Mr. Arcuer said, from his seat, that the gentle- 
man was perfectly right in regard to the first objec- 
tion, but not in regard to the second. 

Well, sir, what do we say on this side? That 

ou may admit new States, by an act of Congress 
into this Union, whether they were territory in 
the Union or not previous te the passage of this 
act, and whether it was in the Union or not in 1789. 
That was the difference between us. But it was not 
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enough to state the difference, but upon what 
grounds they say on the other side that we cannot 
admit States into the Union, unless they were an 
existing part of the territory of the Union. They 
say that the treaty-making power is the only power 
that can bring territory into the Union which was not 
before in it. Wesay you can bring it in either by 
the treaty-making power or by act of Congress. 
But when they come to reason upon the constitu- 
tion in support of their arguments, they resort 
to construction and implication to sustain them, 
in interpreting a clause in the constitution which 
requires no interpretation: ‘New States may be 
admitted by the Congress into the Union.” Now, 
if new States can be admitted by the Congress in'o 
the Union, we of course admit lands and people; 
and let him ask the chairman ofthe committee, [Mr. 
Arcuer,} what do States mean in this case? Sup- 
pose the constitution had said new lands and people 
may be admitted into the Union by the Congress: 
where would be the difference? And what do gen- 
tlemen say to this plain language of the constitu- 
tion? They say you must not take the plain lan- 
guage of the constitution, but take itin this way 

Before you admit new lands into the Union, you 
must go buy those lands; thus interpolating this 
clause in the constitution, or raising it up, in order 
to batter down an express clause. How, then, did 
each side stand upon this subjec? Upon this side 
they stood as they had always stood—supporting 
the constitution in its express grants. Wherever 
they were express, they wished to carry them out. 
How did they stand on the other side? They stood 
not upon the words of the constitution, but upon 
whatever implication and construction they chose 
to make from it. This was building up an implied 
meaning in order to batter down an express one 

Which of the great parties of this country had al- 
ways stood up for the rights of the people of the 
States and of Congress against executive encroach- 
ment? He would tell gentlemen that the very con- 
test here was a contest between the powers of Con- 
gress, as given to Congress by the pars, and the 
powers of the executive at the other end of the 
avenue. It was well known that gentlemen on the 
other side always had the disposition to increase 
the executive power. We did not contend that 
Congress held in its hands the treaty-making power. 
One would suppose, from the arguments, that the 
Senate and House of Representatives were trying 
to steal from the executive the power to make trea- 
ties. What was the contest? It is whether you 
shall arm, by construction, this executive with the 
power to repeal the express language of the constitu- 
tion, and give him a power which belongs to the 
two Houses of Congress. He intended to meet the 
arguments from the other side with firmness. Te 
would neither dodge nor flinch, Why did they 
argue that the constitution gives the treaty-making 
power to the executive? Had itever been denied 
that the executive had the power to make treaties? 
Had we denied it from the foundation of the gov- 
ernment? 

In order to show that he stated the very same 
thing which gentlemen had urged, he had before 
him Mr. Madison’s resolution, showing that 
the House of Representatives did not claim any 
agency in making treaties. [Mr. W. here quoted 
from the Journal of the House the extract to which 
he referred. | 

And upon what grounds, then, did the honorable 
senator teas Virginia say that the House, in pass- 
ing these resolutions, were assuming an executive 

ower? In adopting these resolutions, did it not 
eave the ratification of treaties to the Senate as it 
was before? Gentlemen will say how can this be 
when the Senate refused to ratify the treaty of 
Texas at the last session, when the matter was re- 
ferred to them? He would explain the difference. 
In that case the attempt, by treaty, was not to ad- 
mit Texas into this Union. No such proposition 
was made. We might buy oneacre or a million 
of acres of territory by treaty, but that. was not ad- 
mitting her into the Union as a State. There 
was no proposition in that treaty to admit 
hzr into the Union as a State. He said then, 
when that treaty was pending, that if ever 
she was admitted as a State, it must be by Con- 

ress. That was what was now undertaken to 
done. Do we propose to admit her as a Territo- 
ry, notasa State? On the contrary, the treaty is 
repudiated, and we proceed to admit her asa State 
by this resolution. At the last session of Congress 
we were acting under the grant in the constitution 
given to the treaty-making power. He need not 
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talk of that. We were now acting upon the power 
conferred upon Congress, and not upon the treaty- 
making power, to admit new States. Gentlemen, 
therefore, made nothing by saying that we refused 
to ratify the treaty presented to us at the last session 
of Congress. There was no treaty before us now. 
lt was an entirely different subject—that of making 
Texas a State. It was different in substance, 
as well as in form. Now the attempt is made to de- 
ny to Congress this express grant. The gentlemen 
talked about this section of the constitution as being 
ashort one. He asked the honorable chairman of 
the committee, [Mr. Arcuer,] how long is the 
section which gives the treaty-making power to the 
President? and how many express grants are there in 
thatclause? He had it beforehim. ‘The President 
shall have power, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to make treaties.” Just two 
and a-halflines! Where was the express grant to 
bring ina State, or even a territory? Upon what 
did he found that express grant? This merely con- 
ferred the power to make treaties. But treaties up- 
on what? That was the question. On looking into 
the report, he saw that the inference was, that 
this power could be exercised upon all matters 
connected with the general welfare. Only let us 
make treaties in what concerns the general welfare, 
and that whole clause, which has been known from 
the foundation of the government, gives an express 
power to do anything by a treaty for the general 
welfare! ‘The clause in relation to the general wel- 
fare is given to Congress and the people, and not to 
the President and the Senate. ‘Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defence and general welfare of the United 
States.” If any inference can be drawn from that, 
it isan inference in favor of the power of Congress; 
whereas, on the other side, they have drawn an in- 
ference in favor of the grant of the power to the 
President and the Senate. Was there any ground 
for objection against this express grant to admit 
new States, because it was embraced in so shorta 
space? Why, he must tell the honorable chairman 
of the committee that his report covered double, 
treble the space of the whole constitution itself, and 
that many of the most important grants in this in- 
strument are in three or four words. 

The gentleman from Virginia said that the grant 
was hid in an obscure corner. It was in the very 
place where it should be; it was among the affairs 
and arrangements as to States, and there it should 
be, and there it was distinctly and fully. And let 
him remark that one of the great beauties of that in- 
strument, like the beauty of the Scripture, was its 
brevity and terseness; and such was its precision 
that it had never been found necessary to make an 
alteration in it, exceptin relation to the mode of 
electing the President, and a clause concerning 
foreign nobility. It has answered all the objects for 
which it was designed, notwithstanding that brevity. 

Did this treaty-making power relate particular 
to foreign or exterior relations? There was no ca 
language in the constitution. Most of the powers 
given to Congress were for foreign purposes—for- 
eign relations; leaving the domestic purposes and do- 
mestic relations to the different States. 

While the gentlemen on the other side are obliged 
te resort to inference for what they maintain—name- 
ly: that it is only by the President and Senate that 
Tome can be admitted—he (Mr. W.) and his 
friends maintained the power of Congress to do it 
by an express grant in the constitution. On one 
side, all depended upon inference; on the other, on 
the words of the constitution itself. It is an ex- 
press power, just as much as the enumerated pow- 
ers of declaring war or making regulations concern- 
ing commerce. The declaration of war related to 
foreign affairs, and so did regulations of commerce. 
On various occasions, from the beginning of the 
government, Congress took action in relation to for- 
eign loans. In all these instances, would it be con- 
tended that the power of Congress to act ought to 
be taken away and given solely to the executive and 
Senate? It was a strange doctrine that the express 
vowers of Congress, under the constitution, should 
be broken down on the plea that the transfer of them 
to the executive and Senate would give ter se- 
curity to the people for the exercise of those pow- 
ers, when it was the sovereignty of the States was 
represented in the Senate, and the control of the 
people’s immediate representatives in the House 
of Representatives was taken away. 

Another strange doctrine on the other side was, 
that what was usual to be done by other nations by 
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treaty, in relation to their adjustments with foreign 
powers, was to be inferred as the intention of the 
constitution in relation to this government. But let 
this matter be tested. Did Mr. Jefferson—as the 
arguments of the senators from Kentucky and Vir- 
ginia would seem to imply—hold that the treaty- 
making powsrs vested in the executive, with the as- 
sent of the Senate, absorbed all the powers of the 
government in relation to foreign concerns, leavin 
Congress without any exercise of power on such 
subjects? No; there was nothing inconsistent in his 
views with the doctrine which he (Mr. W.) and his 
friends held, that the executive and Senate may, by 
the treaty-making power, accomplish anything in 
relation to subjects of treaty with foreign powers 
which Congress is not empowered by the constitu- 
tion to do; and although in some instances the 
treaty-making power may do what Congress also 
may do, if that isconsidered more convenient and 
advisable, yet the power of Congress to carry out 
its express grants in relation to foreign affairs is not 
either abrogated or lessened by the exercise of the 
treaty-making power. 

There is no analogy between the powers under 
our constitution and the custom or usage of other 
nations which either have no written eonstitution 
or have no legislation, or, if they have, legislation of 
a very limited character, because the power of 
declaring war, making treaties, &c., in monarchies, 
is vested in the King or Emperor, and the legisla- 
tive body, if any, exercises no control. The French 
ruler transferred Louisiana to us without consult- 
ing the people of France, or their representatives, 
as did the King of Spain Florida. Kings and 
Emperors in the Old World have sold and trans- 
ferred territory upon territory, with the people, 
like a flock of sheep. But can anything of that 
kind be done here, by implication or otherwise, 
because itis a custom in Europe? All we can do is 
to admit, with its own consent, a neighboring coun- 
try, under a republican form of government, willing 
to abide by = support our institutions, to a par- 
ticipation in our Union. This can only be done 
by the consentof the people of the State applying 
for admission, but not otherwise. They could not 
be transferred into the Union by treaty, according 
to the usage of monarchies, when the people trans- 
ferred are not consulted. This matter of following 
the usages of monarchies might lead to great ab- 
surdities. For instance, suppose the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. Arcuer] 
became the chief executive officer of this government, 
and, (being a bachelor,) should make a matrimonial 
negotiation with the fair daughter of some foreign 
court: would he think of sending a treaty to the 
Senate for ratification, by which the State of Maine 
or the State of Arkansas was to be settled on the 
bride as a dowry? [Great laughter, in which Mr. 
Archer heartily joined.] Yet nothing was more 
common than treaties of marriage and dowry be- 
tween European nations. 

The true principle was this: that Congress exer- 
cises the powers given to it in the constitution, till it 
meets with some obstacle, when it has to stop; and 
if these powers are not sufficient to carry it further, 
the treaty-making power comes in and helps to com- 
vlete what otherwise should remain imperfect. 

hen Congress, exercising its granted powers, 
comes to a stage when it cannot perfect its legisla- 
tion, the treaty-making power is called in to do that 
which legitimately it alone can do. The old confed- 
eration met with no such impediments, for it exer- 
cised the treaty-making power itself. 

Now, although Congress has power, under the 
constitution, to make commercial regulations with 
foreign nations—and that the power has been fre- 
quently exercised, is proved by the various laws on 
our statute book in relation to our commerce with 
Great Britain, which has a legislative body to pass 
laws consenting to and accepting our legislative pro- 
visions,—yet, in cases where there is no one to treat 
with but an imperial ruler, such as the Emperor of 
Russia, the Imaum of Muscat, or the Emperor of 
China, such eee must be made by the treaty- 
making power, because there are no legislative bodies 
in those countries to recipient laws, such as we 
should pass by the legislation of Congress, in the 
exercise of the constitutional power. 

But, in reference to the treaty-making power ex- 
ercised by the old confederation—why was it taken 
away and conferred upon the executive and Senate? 
Not, certainly, because there was less security in a 
majority of Congress, and the approval of the Presi- 
dent, than there would be in the President and Sen- 


ate alone, but because it was found extremely in- 


convenient in practice; and therefore, merely for the 
sake of convenience and sim lification, the treaty. 
making power was vested in the executive, by and 
with the eonsent of the Senate. Even then, Patrjck 
Henry, thinking there was more safety in the parti. 
cipation of Congress, wished the House of Repre- 
sentatives to have the power of assenting to treaties. 
At the Hartford convention the proposition was 
that the assent of both Houses should be required 
by a majority of two-fifths. 

It was plain that, in relation to the laws of Con- 
gress regulating our commerce with the British eo}. 
onies, we have been carrying out an express power 
of the constitution in reference to foreign matters of 
negotiation and compact; but had there not been 
foreign legislative body to be a party to these reoy- 
lations, the subject should have been left to the trea. 
ty-making a legislative power remaining 
unexercised because of the obstacle presented, !iit 
not impaired. Where, however, the legislative 
power can be exercised—as, for instance, in those 
colonial regulations—would any gentleman contend 
it ought not to be exercised, because the same thing 
could be done by treaty? or would any gentleman 
contend that there was more safety and security to 
our peopie in the action of the treaty than in the 
action of Congress in the matter 

It is maintained, on the other side, that all the pre- 
cedents we have, since the beginning of this govern- 
ment, in relation to the acquisition of foreign terri- 
tory, have been founded on the exercise of the 
treaty-making power. So they are, and very prop- 
erly, according to the rule laid down, and already 
explained. Our legislation could not be responded 
to by France or Spain, as they had no legislative 
bodies corresponding with our Congress; and if 
they had, the negotiation with them was for 
territory alone—the application for transfer to us not 
coming from the people, but the acquisition of the 
mere territory being our object, for our national se- 
curity. The treaty-making power was properly 
exercised; and, although the first of these pre- 
cedents occurred in 1803, it was not till 1819, six- 
teen years afterwards, that a portion of the territory 
acquired was admitted into the Union; and then it 
was done by Congress, agreeably to its expressed 

ower in the constitntion. A long interval was al- 
owed for such foreigners as chose to remain on the 
territory to become Americanized, to learn the 
principles and operations of our institutions, 
that they might unite with our own population 
settling there, in due time, for applying for ad- 
mission into the Union. 

Gentlemen opposite rely much on arguments 
founded on their view of Mr. Jefferson’s opinions; but 
he (Mr. W.) could tell them that Mr. Jefferson was 
stronger authority against them than forthem. All 
the eloquence of the senator from Kentucky. [Mr. 
Moreneap] and the senator from Virginia | Mr. 
Rives] seemed to aim at proving, through Mr. Jef- 
ferson, directly the contrary of what they them- 
selves admit—that annexation by treaty is constitu- 
tional. Now, whatever opinions or doubts Mr. 
Jefferson at first held on the subject, it was well 
known that he subsequently came into the views 
entertained by Mr. Madison, who made no hesitation 
of signing a bill admitting a new State into the 
Union. 

Mr. MOREHEAD interposed to called the atten- 
tion of the senator from Sow Hampshire to Mr. 
Nicholas’s letter to Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s answer. 

Mr. WOODBURY, in continuation, remarked 
that the question discussed in those letters was the 
acquisition of territory; the question of the admis- 
sion of new States did not arise till nine years after- 
wards. Mr. Jefferson was not, like Mr. Nicholas 
or Mr. Madison, a member of the convention, and 
therefore not so well acquainted with the grounds of 
argument which had prevailed init. But even if 
the inference drawn from Mr. Jefferson’s opinions 
were fairly deducible from them, the cases are not 

lel ones. The propriety of admitting territory 

y treaty, and new States by legislation, cannot be 
treated as the same issue. The treaty-making pow- 
er and legislative power, in those different cases, are 
6 eng ae ss 

ow, Wl to the arguments u on the 
other side, that’ the emeaniiea never intended to 
give the power of admitting new States formed out 
of foreign territory, did not the history given the 
other day, by the senator from Pennsylvania, prove 
that the subject was very elaborately debated in 
convention; and that, although the first draft and 
subsequent amendments of the fourth article of the 


=—— 
constitu 
grictol 
er we 
states: 
mn wel, 
that it | 
execu 
He wo 
Where 
constit 
cial an 
power 
was 4 
the tre 
nomi! 
these 
Gent 
const 
charte 
chart 
tal, 1 
wealt 
same 
broth 
and 
we a 
and | 
ing & 
ousl 
T 
spec 
treal 
be 1 
we | 
com 
pow 
as fi 
exte 
by | 
A 
mo} 
be | 
wo 
ty- 
sen 
cee 
thr 
ho 
eig 
rel 
ou 


thi 
th 





[Tee 


— SS | 


-onstitution had restrictions in view, all such re- 
grictions were finally left out, and the general pow- 
» was given to Congress of admitting new 
sates) It is said that this is not a legitimate 
“wer, and therefore we ought not to act upon it; 
tbat it usurps a power legitimately belonging to the 
secutive and Senate—the treaty-making power. 
He would ask gentlemen where the power is found? 
Where do we get the power? Was it not in the 
constitution—the same constitution where the judi- 
cial and executive powers, as well as the legislative 
powers, are given by express grants? The Senate 
was a legislative body, yet it was associated with 
the treaty-making power; and it had the approval of 
nominations. So far, therefore, their action, in 
these respects, was the action of a legislative body. 
Gentlemen apply by implication restrictions to the 
constitution that they would not to an incorporated 
charter. They would not say it was a violation ofa 
charter to admit new partners with additional capi- 
tal, increasing the security and augmenting the 
wealth of the institution; yet new States, of the 
same republican form of government with our own, 
brothers and children devoted to our institutions, 
and as ready and willing to maintain our liberties as 
we are, may not be admitted, lest it would weaken 
and undermine our stability, instead of strengthen- 
ing and knitting it more firmly together, as it obvi- 
ously must do. 

Thus it may easily be seen that there is more 
speciousness than solidity in the argument that the 
treaty-making power instead of Congress ought to 
be resorted to in regard to this measure; for, as 
we have an express and legitimate power to ac- 
complish the object by legislation, it is proper that 
power should alone be exercised in the first instance, 
as far as it legitimately may go, which is to the full 
extent of admitting Texas in the manner proposed 
by the joint resolution of the House now under con- 
sideration. It is particularly proper, because it is 
more safe and more satisfactory. Ifthe country to 
be annexed had no legistature to consent, there 
would be propriety in leaving the matter to the trea- 
ty-making power. But such was not the fact. The 
senator from Kentucky seems to think there is ex- 
ceeding great danger in this precedent—he was 
thrown into the horrors at the bare idea that it might, 
however improbable, lead to the admission of for- 
eign governments amongst us, of different tongues, 
religion, institutions, and habits, entirely inimical to 
our freedom. 

Is there no security in our constitution against all 
this? Did the fathers of that sacred instrument 
think there was more security from these horrors, 
by placing the power of acting in regard to it in 
the hands of the President and Senate, than in the 
united hands of the President, Senate, and House 
of Representatives—in compound legislative depart- 
ment? When they gave the treaty-making power 
to the executive and Senate, the two-thirds major- 
ity in this body was only four; and was it likely 
that they thought these four safer than a majority 
of both Houses? The idea carried absurdity on 
the face of it. But the whole thing grows out of 
imagining impossibilities. In the first place, it was 
impossible for any other than a republican govern- 
ment, modeled upon our own principles, to be ad- 
mitted coustitutionally. In the next place, it is only 

a country peopled with our own people, educated in 
our principles of self-government, devoted to our 
institutions, speaking our own language, and con- 
nected with wnley blood and social ties—such a coun- 
try and people as those of ‘Texas—that would seek 
admission into our Union, or that we would consent 
to admit. 


What has been our course heretofore? Have we 
been admitting either monarchies or savage nations 
into our Union? From what quarter of the world 
have we admitted pagans to participation in our 
confederation? During the half century of our exist- 
ence there has been no such admission. When 
Louisiana was acquired we did not admit France to 
our Union; nor did we Spain when we acquired 
Florida. But, it is said, we propose admitting, with 
Texas, its government. Certainly we do; and there 
is good reason for it. Texas comes in with one 
hundred thousand of our brothers, children, and 
friends; our own race; our own ple, who have 
fought with us against tyranny an oepremmets who 
have set the splendid example, as well as ourselves, 
of contending successfully for public liberty and 
free institutions; who come amongst us, and amal- 
gamate with us, without requiring the alteration ofa 
single guaranty of our national stability; but, on the 
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contrary, increasing our ability to maintain our emi- 
nence among the nations of the earth. 

lt has been said that itis a proposition to give a 
ee to the South over the Acantic States. 

Nhat had been the result of the acquisition of Lou- 
isiana, about which the same clamor was raised 
pending the negotiation for that acquisition? Did 
you not gain butan addition of five degress of lati- 
tude to the southern States, while you gain to the 
northern States eighteen degrees of latitude? Was 
this giving a preponderance to the South? Was it 
not quite the reverse? for gentlemen would not deny 
that, independently of the disparity between five 
degrees of latitude to the South, and eighteen to the 
North, the free States increase their population much 
faster than the slave States. Talk of danger! The 
danger was altogether on the “other side. He (Mr. 
W..) did not say this as the partisan of one section 
or another; but he stood here to do justice—even- 
handed justice to all, the South as well as the North; 
and to abide by the constitution which guaranttes 
the interests of both. 

In the Madison papers he found that, in the con- 
vention on the 14th July, 1787, Mr. Gerry, in rela- 
lation to the dangers apprehended from western 
States was for admitting them on liberal terms, but 
not for putting ourselves into their hands. To 
guard against these consequences, he thought it ne- 
cessary to limit the number of new States to be ad- 
mitted into the Union, in such a manner that they 
should never be able to outnumber the Atlantic 
States. He accordingly moved that the num- 
ber of representatives in the first branch of the 
States thereafter to be admitted, should never exceed 
the number of representatives from the States ac- 
ceding to the confederation at the time. Mr. Sher- 
man opposed it, considering that in these new States 
we were only providing for our children and grand 
children, as likely to be their citizens as citizens of 
the old States. 

Thus it is shown that it was even then foreseen 
that, west of the Alleghanies, the descendants of 
those forming the confederation would migrate and 
spread the republic and its institutions. 

But the chief argumeni on the other side is, that 
the admission of foreign territory was not contem- 
plated by those who framed the constitution. Now 
what were Mr. Madison’s own words? ‘That there 
was to be no limit to the republic.” Was not the 
acquisition of Canada contemplated? Was not the 
necessity of securing, by acquisition, the navigation 
of the Mississippi contemplated, and the command 
of the mouth of that river? Did they never contem- 
plate, in all this, the possession of foreign territory? 

Disunion is talked of. It is said Louisiana was 
brought in by general assent, and we should wait till 
Texas can be so acquired too. Now, was not the 
admission of Louisiana a subject of debate just as 
much as the present measure is. If the gentlemen 
who say Texas will be admitted by treaty—for they 
admit that is constitutional, and imply that they are 
ready to go for that mode of admission—were the 
friends of annexation, why did they not vote for the 
treaty last session? Why did not the two senators 
from Virginia vote for it? They now say they can- 
not vote for the House resolution because it is an- 
nexation by Congress—a usurpation of Sth be- 
longing to the treaty-making oe here are 
only the two modes of accomplishing the annexaton 
of ‘Texas: either by treaty or by legislation. Now, 
if the senators were opposed to both modes, how 
could they maintain that they were the friends of 
annexation? 

In 1812, we had the first threats of disunion. 
He held in his hands the proceedings of the Hart- 
ford convention. [Here Mr. W. pointed out 
many passages in the report of these proceedings, 
showing the nature of the opposition to the admis- 
sion of new States. ] 

Here is a newspaper which was received by the 
last mail, containing resolutions passed by the 
lower house of the Massachusetts legislature, con- 
taining the same doctrines held in 1803 and 1812. 
He read them as follows: 


RESOLVES CONCERNING THE ADMISSION OF 


TEXAS. 

1. Resolved, That Massachusetts has never delegated the 
power to admit into the Union States or Territories without 
or beyond the original territory of the States and Terri- 
tories belonging to this Union at the adoption of the con- 
stitutioa of the United States; and that, in whatever man- 
ner the consent of Massachusetts may have heen given or 
inferred to the admission of the States already, by general 
consent, forming a part of the Union, from such territory, 
the admission of such States, inthe judgment of Massa- 
chusetts, forms no precedent for the admission of Texas, 
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and can never be interpreted to rest on powers granted in 
the constitution. 

2. Resolecd, That there has hitherto been no precedent of 
an admission of « foreign Stete or foreign territory into the 


Union by legislation. And as the powers ol legislation 
granted in the constitution of the United States to Coucress 
do not embrace a case of the admission of a foreign State 
or foreign territory, by legislation, into the Union, such an 
act of admission would have no binding force whatever on 
the people of Massachusetts. 


3. Resolved, That the power never having been granted 
by the people of Massachusetts, to admit into the Union, 
States and Territories not within the same when the con 
stitution was adopted, remains with the people; and can 
only be exercised in such way and manner as the people 
shall hereafter designate and appoint. 

4. Resolved, That the people of Massachusetts will never 
consent to use the powers reserved to themselves, to ad 
mit Texas) or any other State or Territory, now without the 
Union, on any other basis than the perfect equality of free- 
men; and that while slavery or slave representation forms 
any part ofthe claims or conditions of admission, Texas, 
with their consent, can never be admitted. 


These resolves were adopted in the House of 
Representatives on Tuesday last—yeas 188, nays 
41. 

There was another argument made use of by the 
senator from Virginia—namely, that the interests of 
the South and southern States would be better se- 
cured and more safe in the hands of the President 
and two-thirds of the Senate, than in the hands of 
a fleeting majority of Congress. Now, as he un- 
derstood the argument, it proved nothing; for the 
members of the Senate represented States, and not 
population, and a_ two-thirds majority of States 
might representa minority of population; whereas, 
by a majority in the House of Representatives, a 
full majority of the people of Union would be rep- 
resented, which it certainly would not be denied 
was as safe and secure as a two-thirds majority of 
States in this body. : 

But who was it that doubted the fidelity of the 
popular branch of Congress to the obligations of the 
constitution? Was it from his (Mr. W.’s) side of 
House that such doubts came? Who talked of ad- 
mitting St. Domingo, Cuba, Patagonia, and the 
Celestial Empire? Did any such ideas origi- 
nate, or were they even thought of at his 
side of the House? But all that he could 
pass by. When the violation of the constitution 
was so familiarly talked of, it was, however, anothe 
matter, and it became worth while to ask on which 
side did the most danger of that violation exist—on 
the side of the advocates or opponents of the annex- 
ation of Texas? Which side was it that said the 
constitution was a compact of hell, and ought to be 
abolished? He held in his hand a newspaper he 
had this day received, from which he would read an 
extract. 

Mr. EVANS. What paper is iv 

Mr. WOODBURY. It is the Liberator—th« 
highest authority of the opponents of annexation. 

Mr. DAYTON. We do not recognise that au- 
thority to speak for us. 

Mr. WOODBURY. Allow me to read what this 
paper—which represents one wing of the opposition 
to Sesienenen Talking of Mr. Hubbard’s state- 
ment, the editor characterizes it as “demonstrating 
what we have reiterated so long and so often, that free- 
men and slaveholders can never coalesce under the 
same government, but must be in eternal collision 
with each other, and therefore that none but the be- 
trayers of liberty will be in favor of striking hands 
politically with southern slaveholders, or remainine 
with them one hour in any union or compact. 
They are a race of monsters, unique, horribly distinct 
from all others, and more unappeasable, as a body, than 
hyenas.” 

These are the people who talk of violating the 
censtitution by admitting Texas into the Union. 
These are the grounds upon which annexation is 
opposed. It was very probable they were sincere 
in their opinions; and they, no doubt, were entitled 
to entertain them ifthey could come to such con- 
victions; but surely they were not the persons enti- 
tled to prate about violating the constitution. These 
are arguments, however, that should be met prompt- 
ly by every friend of the constitution, and doctrines 
that ought to be rebuked and put down for the 
sake of our Union. As to the mere expression of 
opinions, he did not mean to say it should 
be put down; for he thanked God this was a coun- 
try of liberty; and he would say, if dangerous doc- 
trines were promulgated, let them be put down by 
the assertion of overpowering principles of truth 
and justice, and not by the sword. 
™ Gentlemen talk about the ae of our institu- 
tions. Has it not been preserved by the exercise 
of the constitutional power of enlarging our territo- 
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ry in the instance of Louisiana? ‘Will it not now, 
in the instance of Texas, be the same? What 
changes in our form of government have taken place 
within the half century of our existence? Not one. 
Contrast this fact with the course of events for the 
same period in the Old-World governments, which 
boast of their stability for centuries upon centuries. 
In England we have seen two revolutions—one that 
of Catholic emancipation, the other that of the re- 
form laws affecting the franchise and representation 
of the people. In France we have seen revolutions 
from an old worn-out monarchy to republicanism; 
from that to an empire; then toa restoration of 
monarchy, and finally toa new dynasty. In Spain 
there has been little else but continual change of 
government. 

Was it nothing in favor of this resolution that it 
would put an end to the excitement on the subject? 
that it would quiet the turmoil raging through the 
Union, and calm those jealousies which have caused 
such heartburnings in sectional portions of the 
country? 

There are many points of argument which should 
be touched upon, if time permitted; but they would 
doubtless be ably handled by others. In conclu- 
sion, he would say that, in every view he could con- 
sider the question at issue, he felt convinced the 
measure of annexation was not only constitutional 
inthe manner proposed, but in the highest degree 
expedient. And this was not all. He was free to 
confess he had a wish of the heart on the subject. 
There is, (said Mr. W.,) at this moment, an aged and 
hallowed veteran in his country’s service, now at 
the Hermitage, whose flickering lamp of life is fast 
burning out, while we tarry. He looks with anx- 
iety to this great consummation of his patriotic 
hopes. Most ardently do | hope he may not pass 
beyond the “bourne from which no traveller re- 
t urns,” tll he has witnessed the annexation of the 
‘Jone star” of ‘Texas to this Union. 


Mr. CHOATE next obtained the floor; and, on 
his motion, the subject was informally passed over. 

Mr. BAYARD reported a bill from the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. It was read, and placed on 
the calendar. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, the House bill, re- 

rted from the Commitee on the District of Co- 
umbia, for changing the time of holding the circuit 
and criminal courts of the county of Washington, 
was taken up for consideration as in committee of 
the whole; but, 

On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, who intimated he 
had some amendment to offer, it was laid on the ta- 
ble for the present. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate bill 
for the relief of J. S. Throckmorton was taken up, 
considered, and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the House bill ex- 
planatory of the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic services of the year 1835, was 
taken up, read a third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. SEVIER, the Senate bill for 
the relief of George Duval was taken up, consider- 
ed, and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the House bill for 
the relief of Peter Von Schmidt was taken up, con- 
sidered, read a third time, and passed. 

On motion by Mr. BAYARD, the Senate bill to 
amend an act entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1845,” was taken up, considered, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the Senate bill to 
authorize a relocation of land warrants, numbers 3, 
4, and 5, granted by Congress to General Lafayette, 
was taken up, considered, and ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

On motion of Mr. UPHAM, the Senate bill for 
the payment of the 4th regiment in the 2d brigade 
of the 3d division of the Vermont militia, for ser- 
vices in the battle of Plattsburgh, was taken up, con- 
sidered, and ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, the Senate bill re- 
turned from the House, with an amendment—the 
bill providing for djstributing five hundred copies of 
the Rosie or‘the exploring oe eo taken 
up, and, on motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the House 
amendment was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

The amendment of the House to the Senate joint 
resolution, to suspend part of the third section of 


the joint resolution of the 11th September, 1841, 
relating to armories, was concurred in. 

The Senate then went into executive business, 
and soon after adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, February 17, 1845. 


The journal having been read, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications, viz: 

A letter from the Second Auditor, transmitting 
copies of such accounts, prepared in obedience to an 
act of Congress of 30th June, 1834, as have been 
rendered by persons charged with the disbursement 
or application of moneys, goods, or effects, for the 
benefit of the Indians, from the Ist October, 1843, 
to the 30th September, 1844, inclusive, together with 
a statement anes a list of the names of all 
mop to whom goods, money, or effects, have 

Ce delivered within the same period: laid on the 
table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in compliance with the twentieth sec- 
tion of the act of the 26th of August, 1842, a de- 
tailed statement of the expenditure of the contingent 
fund of that department for the year ending the 
30th September last: laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
in compliance with the act more effectually to pro- 
vide for the national defence, by establishing a uni- 
form militia throughout the United States, passed 
March 2, 1803, an abstract from the returns of the 
militia of the United States: laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
House of the 6th instant, copies of all instructions 
in reference to the collection of duties on wines, 
coffee, or other articles of import, since the Ist day 
of June last; which letter and copies were referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. RATHBUN, on Saturday last, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, reported a bill 
(No. 609) to uaeel “Aa act concerning the govern- 
ment and discipline of the penitentiary in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” passed March 3, 1829; and it 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. [This 
notice was accidentally omitted in our report of 
Saturday’s prnceeanee 

On motion by Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR, the bill 
from the Senate, entitled “An act restricting the 
grant of pensions in certain cases,” was taken up, 
the question being on the amendment reported by 
the Conmaitien on Revolutionary Pensions. 

After some remarks from Messrs. D. L. SEY- 
MOUR, McKAY, HAMLIN, and JOSEPH A. 
WRIGHT, the question was taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
100, nays 54. 

It was then read a third time, and passed. 
HISTORY OF THE EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 

The next was the joint resolution from the Sen- 
ate, No. 11, for the distribution of the work on the 
exploring expedition; which was amended, on the 
motion of Mr. HAMMETT, by the addition of one 
copy for the republic of Texas. 

Mr. HALE moved an addition of one copy for 
the republic of San Marino; which was negatived. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY moved an amendment, for 
the purpose of giving a copy to each midshipman 
as well as the lieutenants employed in that expedi- 





tion. 

Mr. BURKE opposed the amendment. He said 
the entire number at their disposal was but one hun- 
dred copies, and this joint resolution disposed of 
nearly sixty of that number. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY advocated his amendment; 
and, in doing so, set forth the meritorious services 
of the class of officers he had designated, and the 
claims they had on the consideration of the govern- 
ment. UHealso stated that a printer's token of two 
hundred and fifty copies could be printed for little 
more than the sum which the one hundred copies 
would cost;and he hoped that the number, there- 
fore, would be increased. 

He thought if there were favor to be shown to an 
gentlemen, it should be to those es to the sei- 
entific corps; and that it should also be extended to 
the midshipmen as well as to other officers. Inno 
government had a similar enterprise been conducted 
with greater skill or greater success. This was our 
first attempt at an addition to nautical and general 
knowledge, and he should be sorry to see it pass, 
without some expression by Congress of approba- 


ca rapa deca aera eee errererrmaeesoen ea 
tion. The expenses were very trifling, particula;), 
? 


for additional copies—the types, plates, &. havine 
been of necessity a prepared for any num. 
ber, however small, which might be published, ' 

The SPEAKER stated that the amendmen; of 
Mr. Kennepy would more properly come jy, it 
another place. ' 

The question was taken on Mr. Burke's amend 
ment; and it was agreed to. P 

Mr. Kennepy’s amendment, proposed to the goo. 
ond section, now came up. 


Mr. McDOWELL held if they were to mak, 
presents to the officers, they should also to the ga). 
ors. Upon their courage and their labors we must 
ay. If the gentleman would go this length, hy. 
(Mr. McD.) would unite with him in Support of 
this amendment. 


Mr. SCHENCK, dissenting from the views of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McDowex1,} pro. 
ceeded to argue the policy of the amendment, pro- 
posing to give one copy of the account of this ex. 
pedition to those officers who had performed it, an 
who, in other governments, would have bee, 
knighted, or otherwise signally honored. [ie 
thought some mark of approbation and honor, es- 
pecially when accompanied with so little expense 
should be given to these meritorious officers wh, 
had so signally distinguished themselves in this ser- 
vice. He objected to that portion of the amendment 
which proposed the distribution of the smaller work 
to the midshipmen, thus subjecting the government 
to the purchase from Lieutenant Wilkes, with what- 
ever profit he might see fit to charge, of a work for 
the midshipmen, of which the material was thei; 
own journals. 


Mr. KENNEDY considered that the furnishing 
the large work, comprising twenty to twenty-four 
volumes, among all the officers, and the number 
which he proposed of the small work, would not ex- 
haust the number reserved by the government. He 
gave notice of a further amendment, and of a reso- 
lution he should move hereafter, if in order. 

Mr. McKAY moved the previous question. 

Mr. KENNEDY hoped it would not be second- 
ed, as it would prevent his offering the further 
amendment of which he had spoken, and which 
a necessary part of the amendment already of- 

ered. 

Mr. K., however, on being informed by the Chair 
that it would be in order, modified the pending 
amendment so as to include both propositions. In 
this form it proposes to add to the 2d section a pro- 
viso for the distribution to each commissioned of- 
ficer, and to each member of the scientific corps, one 
copy of the work, and to the midshipmen employed 
in the expedition one octavo; ian it directs the 
Library Committee to purchase fifty additional 
copies of the larger edition, and as many of the 
smaller edition as necessary to accomplish the ob- 
ject proposed by these resolutions. 

The question was taken on seconding the demand 
for the previous question; and the vote stood—ayes 
68, noes 34. 

No quorum voting, the question was again taken 
when it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 91, 
noes 30. 

The main question was then ordered, and being 
taken on the amendment, it was rejected—yeas 65, 
“<= 104. 

he question on ordering the resolution to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was carried without a 
division; and it was then read a third time and 


The joint resolution from the Senate to authorize 
the attorney —— to contract for the proposed 
edition of the laws of the United States, was taken 


up. 
Or. BURKE moved to refer it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRODHEAD inquired of the gentleman if 
this resolution had been examined by the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Mr. BURKE replied that it had, and that it was 
by their instructions he moved to refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Burxe’s motion was then agreed to. 

The- bill from the Senate providing for a free 
bridge across the Eastern branch of the Potomac 
was taken up; the question being on reconsidering 
the vote by which it was laid on the table. 

Mr. McKAY moved to lay the motion for recon- 
sideration on the table. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said that one of his col- 
leagues who took an interest 1n the bill was absent, 
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wnd he asked that the question might be laid over by 
~eneral consent. ‘ 
* Mr. McCONNELL objected; and 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted 
thus: yeas 91, nays 75. So the motion to lay on the 
able prevailed. 

SURETIES OF SAMUEL SWARTWOUT. 

The next bill was that which is designed to au- 
norize the Secretary of the Treasury to make an 
rangement or compromise with the sureties of 
Symuel Swartwout, which some days ago was laid 
on the table. It now came up on a pending motion 
» reconsider the vote by which the bill was laid on 


the table. 

Mr. MURPHY said he knew this motion was 
not a debatable one, but he hoped the House 
would reconsider the vote, so that the friends of the 
pill might be heard in its favor. He was satisfied 
the facts of the case were not fully understood; and 
he therefore made an earnest appeal to the House to 
azree to the pending motion, and thereby permit 
gome explanation to be made. 

Mr. G. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER put the question to the House, 
and 27 voted in its favor; which were deemed suf- 
ficient. 

, Mr. MURPHY called for a count of the other 
side, and 69 voted in the negative. No quorum 
young, 

Tellers were then called for, and Messrs. Burke 
and GRINNELL were appointed, and they reported 
30 in the affirmative; so the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, and being taken, resulted thus: yeas 71, nays 


77. So the motion to reconsider was lost. 


REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. 

The next bill was the bill to regulate the pay of 
thearmy of the United States and for other pur- 
poses, on Which the previous question had been or- 
dered. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed. 

The question then being on the passage of the 
bill, 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said as there were some 
important provisions in this bill, he wished, before 
aking the question, to move acall of the House. 

Mr. ADAMS rose and gave his views at some 
length upon this bill—in favor of which he should 
vote—and upon varieus other subjects connected 
therewith, and with the action of this House during 
the present session. Notwithstanding this rage for 
the reduction of the army, no man, he said, could 
fail to see that if the measures which had passed 
‘his House for the “‘reannexation” of Texas, (in- 
cluding a great portion of undisputed Mexican ter- 
ntory, and in the city of Santa Fe,) and for the im- 
nediate occupation of Oregon, passed into laws, our 
army must be vastly increased, involving the addi- 
lional expenditure of millions. 

Indeed, he understood that there was a proposi- 
tion on foot which had not yet reached the House, 
toraise five additional regiments. He went on to 
speak of the possibility of England’s getting Cuba 
by acession from Spain; and contended that, in that 
event, we should have no right to go to war with 
ver after our taking ‘Texas. e asked what would 
ve the probable event of any battles we might have 
with England, with a navy only half as large as 
hers; and that to get a navy sufficient to cope with 
ver, we must saddle the nation with an additional 
‘pense of forty millionsa year. Great Britain will 
ay that the necessity for her taking Cuba will be 
much greater than ours for taking Texas, for the 
jirpose of extending the area of freedom by ex- 
‘ading and perpetuating slavery. The occupation 
‘ Oregon would also require a large increase of our 
vmy; and he then spoke of the probability of our 
brannexing California, which would require an addi- 
honal force. 

He continued to speak of the probable conse- 
uence of this spirit of conquest which was mani- 
sting itself, somewhat ironically. Hegajd at some 
‘ture day we might hear the Speaker not only an- 
pounce on this floor the “gentleman from the 
ocky mountains,” or “the gentleman from the Pa- 
ic,” or “the gentleman from Patagonia,” but “the 
Feitleman from the North Pole,” [laughter,] and 
N80 “the gentleman from the South Pole,” [renew- 
‘langhter;} and the poor original thirteen States 
‘ould dwindle into, comparative insignificance as 
‘8 of this mighty republic. He spokealso of the 
‘promise of the ‘Texas question as an insult to. 















the freemen whose representatives agreed to it; and 
added that the line 36° 30’ there fixed, was more 
than 2° further than the territory of Texas ever ex- 
tended. He said that 34° was as far as Texas could 
claim. I[t would be recoJlected that a resolution had 
been here agreed to calling upon the President to 
inform this House what were the boundaries of 
Texas; but they had not yet got any answer. He 
nn on this subject when his hour ex- 
ired. 

Mr. RAYNER next obtained the floor; and he 
said he was opposed to a reduction of the army, 
whether in comel to its materiel or to its pay, as 
contemplated by the bill under consideration; and 
although he concurred in many things here with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, he did so net for 
the same reasons. But in respect to the annexation 
of Texas to this Union, he was opposed to it, be- 
cause he believed it would involve this country in a 
foreign war; and hence he was opposed to a reduc- 
tion of the army; and likewise because he believed 
that the army should be increased, rather than di- 
minished; for no matter what might be his hostility 
to that measure, if the voice of his country declared 
that Texas should be annexed, and foreign war 
should be the consequence, he would go for his 
country, right or wrong. He should be in favor of 
preparing a force, not alone on land, but on the 
ocean, by which we might be able to achieve glory 
and honor, both in peace and war, if his country re- 
quired it. He was also opposed to this reduction of 
the army on account of the lurking feeling display- 
ed here and manifested against a high military man 
ef this country. Whata demoralized state of things 
in this country may not prevail, when they saw 
men here seek to effect a great national object out of 
hostility to an individual! This feeling was be- 
traying itself against a man who had fought gallant- 
ly under the “stars and stripes,” when many of 
those who assailed him were in their nurse’s arms; 
aman who bore on his mutilated body honored 
scars received in his country’s cause; a man who 
was as remarkable for his administration of civil af- 
fairs, when he was intrusted with them, as for his 
judgment and prowess in the field. Gentlemen 
seemed to anticipate trouble as coming from that 
distinguished man; but if he mistook not the signs 
of the times, the day was coming when he would 
give them much more trouble than they now 
think of. 

He had said that the annexation of Texas to this 
Union will mevitably involve this country in a for- 
eign war, and he now proposed to give some rea- 
sons which had brought him to that conclusion; and 
he did so with more propriety, because it was gen- 
erally understood that the measure which had pass- 
ed the House will, in all probability, come back in 
a somewhat different shape than that in which it 
left ®. He was anxious, when this subject was be- 
fore this House, to express his views upon it, be- 
cause he was anxious that the people of that section 
of country from which he came should know the 
grounds on which southern men stood on_ this 
question; but he was now more anxious, 
because he could not fail to discover a tone 
of feeling here which may result in conse- 
quences hereafier that may jeopard our free in- 
stitutions, and sake this Union to its centre. If, at 
the period of the Missouri compromise, and the ad- 
mission of a State which grew up out of our undis- 
puted territory—at a time, too, of comparative quiet 
and composure—this country was well nigh blown 
into fragments. What mightnot be expected now, 
when a proposition was made to annex territory to 
which, thus far, we have acquired no shadow of a 
title, and on which the public mind is already rest- 
less and feverish, and which is stimulated to further 
action by fanaticism at one hand of the Union, and 
disaffection at the other. They had been told that 
on such subjects they should not look at ulterior re- 
sults, but to their immediate and palpable elements; 
but he could not agree with such a proposition. 
Tney were legislating for the future as well as for 
the present, and it was the part of statesmanship to 
look at every question in regard to the influences 
which it will exercise on the whole country. It 
was the part of wisdom to forego present advantages 
for future and greater good; and in legislating, duty 
required of them not only to secure for the present 
the greatest good of the greatest number, but to guard 
against evil for all time to come. He then went on to 
enumerate some of the evils which he believed would 
result from the annexation of Texas. He said, in 
respect to the objection that there was a want of 
power to acquire foreign territory, that he consid- 


ered that a settled question. ‘The purchase of Lou- 
isiana in 1803, and of Florida in 1819, had settled 
that question as far as precedents could settle a 

uestion; for, notwithstanding the constitutional dif- 
feulties which presented themselves in the purchase 
of Louisiana, the almost unanimous acquiescence 
of all sections of this country, and the almost unani- 
mous approval of all departments of our govern- 
ments, and classes of our people, plainly prove that 
this matter had been determined by the public voice 
not to be contrary to our national policy, or incon- 
sistent with our organic law; and he who took dif- 
ferent ground now must be an impracticable and 
dreaming visionary indeed, and be likely to be 
left far behind in the march of improvement. Nor 
did he see anything in the objections which had 
been urged on the ground of a surrender of the sov- 
ereignty of Texas. If Texas could dispose of an 
acre of her territory, she could dispose of the whole. 

He further examined, at some length, the objec- 
tion that had been made to the annexation of Texas 
on the ground that it would be a surrender of her 
sovereignty. He denied that this would be the case, 
and argued that the purchase of her territory would 
not necessarily be the purchase of her sovereignty, 
but the merging ofher sovereignty in that of the Uni- 
ted States, only so far as the first was inconsistent 
with the second. 

As _ he stood entirely on his own ground, and did 
not wish to be held responsible for the arguments of 
other gentlemen against this measure, he proceeded 
further to point out what he considered the inva- 
lidity of some other arguments against annexation. 
One of these was the distinction that had been urged 
between the acquisition of foreign territory a of 
foreign States. He thought that one was as practi- 
cable as the other. 

Nor did he object to annexation on the ground 
that it would be a breach of faith towards Mexico. 
The distinction between independence de facto and 
independence de jure he contended was obsolete. 
In recognising the independence of Texas we had 
acknowledged her an entire sovereign, as fully com- 
petent to dispose of her sovereignty as to make a 
commercial treaty; and such a treaty we had made 
with her. If Mexico, following out the stubborn- 
ness of her disposition, should refuse for fifty years 
to acknowledge the independence of Texas, must 
we wait during that time before we could treat with 
her as a foreign nation? 

He now advanced to the main part of his argu- 
ment, and laid down the proposition first that under 
our institutions this House could not rightfully take 
cognizance ofany such question. There ot not, 
under our institutions, constitutionally be any such 
thing as exXtra-territorial legislation. Our laws re- 
ceived their binding force under the constitution. 
The constitution extended only over the limits of 
the United States; and consequently our laws lost 
all their vitality the very moment they overstepped 
the boundary of the ee of the United States. 
This was a contract with a foreign nation; “treaty” 
was the only word used in the constitution, where 
reference was made to compacts with foreign na- 
tions;and hence an obvious conclusion (he argued) 
was, that all contracts, or compacts with foreign na- 
tions, were treaties. It was only by treaty that the 
inceptive steps of a contract with foreign nations 
could be entered into; it was true, that in adjusting 
the subsequent details, the action of Congress 
might be necessary. It was indispensably neces- 
sary, first to bring the subject before the House in 
the oo mode for consideration. Sitting here as 
a House of Representatives, they could not know 
officially that Texas was willing to come into this 
Union; that must be ascertained by the treaty-ma- 
king power established by the constitution. 

Another reason against this measure: annexation 
by act of Congress would introduce into our sys- 
tem anew element of strife and confusion. If an- 
nexation was effected by act of Congress, would 
not that act, like all other the acts of Congress, be re- 
pealable? No pledge would be given, or could be 
given, to a foreign nation by act of Congress; con- 
sequently, what would there be to prevent the re- 
peal of this ac? He did not wish to be understood 
as saying that should the question thus ever arise, 
he would vote for the repeal of the act. He should 
vote against it for the sake of the preservation of 
the peace and harmony of the nation. But he re- 
ferred to the fact, that in the excitement of feeling 
which was engendered by this measure, the ques- 
tion of repeal might be agitated, and should a ma- 
jority be returned to Congress in fayor of such re- 
peal, what patriot could contemplate the state of 
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things that would then ensue, but with horror. 
What hope ever after could be indulged of the har- 
mony, or of the perpetuation of our glorious Union? 

it was said that this cry of repeal might be raised 
against the new States that had been admitted into 
the Union, as well as against Texas; but the case 
was widely different. When these States were ad- 
mitted, we were dealing with our own people and 
with our own territory, and no negotiation with a 
foreign State was necessary. The deeds of cession 
and the ordinance of 1783, in relation to the North- 
western Territory, as well as the purchase of Loui- 
siana, operated as a pledge as binding as the consti- 
tution itself. This nation never could be bound to 
another one, except in the way pointed out by the 
constitution. Mr. R. then replied to some of the 
arguments of Mr. DovGiass, and continued speak- 
ing a few minutes when the Speaker announced that 
his hour had expired. 

Mr. JAMES A. BLACK observed that he did 
not design, at this late hour, to detain the House by 
any remarks on this bill. He only desired to say, 
in justice to himself and the committee, that in this 
whole attempt at reform they were influenced by no 
hostility to the army or its gallant head. On the 
contrary, their desire was to render it more efficient, 
and to promote the true interests of its officers. The 
salary of the major-general had been increased to 
over $7,000 a year; and though he was willing to 
bring it back to $5,000, he would do so out of no 
hostility to him, or want of respect for his distin- 

Fe rvices, and he would be willing to vote for 
him as high a salary as for any other officer in that 
command, He, and those who acted with him, 
were not for reducing the army, but for reforming 
its abuses. He would not have said thus much had 
it not been for the remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. Mr. B. concluded by moving the previous 
question. 

Mr. LIUNGERFORD called for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill, which were ordered, 
and the question being taken, it was decided in the 
aflirmative—yeas 107, nays 37. 

So the bill was passed. 

‘The SPEAKER then laid before the House an 
exccutive communication from the Post Office De- 
partment, showing the amount for certain expendi- 
tures for wrapping paper, &c. It was referred to 
the Committee on the Expenditures in the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. R. CHAPMAN endeavored to get the House 
to take up a bill in which he felt some interest; but, 
pending that motion, 

The House adjourned. 


rusher 





The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Vr. BOWLIN: The petition of the Hon. Bryan Mulan- 
hy and 60 others, members of the St. Louis bar, asking that 

of the Supreme Court of the United States be 
‘published, at public expense, and distributed, upon some 
to public libraries and other institutions, 
he principles there adjudicated and settled may have 
circulation: referred to the Joint Com- 
mittve on the Library. 

By J. &. CARY: The petition of Noah Ely and 68 others, 

itizens of Otsego and Chenango counties, praying for the 
establishment of a mail route from Oneonta to New Berlin, 
vay of Butternuts: referred to the Committee on the Post 
(fice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of Walter R. Jones, 
J larvey, and other officers and persons connected 
with insurance companies in the city of New York, for the 
colistment ef boys in a naval school: committed to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

by Mr. BIDLACK: The petition of citizens of northern 
Pennsylvania, for the establishment of a national foundry 
at Wiikesbarre, Pennsylvania: referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. The memorial of 
citizens of Wilkesbarre, asking the passage of the Senate 
bill for the reduction of postage: referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. SLMONS: The petition of the widow of the late 
General Pike, for a claim originating in the war of 1812. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The petition of Robert D. Me- 
Kee and 131 others, citizens of western Pennsylvania, pray- 
jing for the construction of a Macadamized road from the 
Cumberland read, by the United States arsenals at Pitts- 
burgh and Meadville, to the harbor of Erie. The petition 
of James Sullivan and 91 others, of similar import. The 
petition of James Douglass and 20 others, of sleniiar import. 
‘the petition of KE. Mamhoff and 56 others, of similar im- 
port rhe petition of Andrew Cams and 11 others, of simi- 
lar import 


] ' 

the decisions 
re} : 
equitatbic basis, 
so thatt 


@ more extensive 


By \lr. SAMPLE: The petition of Alexander Stephenson, 
of Kosciusco county, Indiana, for relief. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of George Swope and 

othe tizens of Philadelphia county, Pennsy ieonia 

j an alteration of the naturalization laws: reier- 
red to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of R. H. Buford and 
v5 other citizens of’Mississippi, praying the establishment 


barand the judiciary of the State of New York, praying 
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of amail route from Hernando, in De Soto county, to Ox- 


ford, in M i. 

By Mr. CATLIN: The memorial of L. C. Coe and 54 
others, citizens of Litchfield county, Connecticut, praying 
for the immediate repeal of the slave laws now in force in 
the District of Columbia: referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. The memorial of Joseph Lawrence 
and 383 others, praying for an appropriation of forty thou- 
sand dollars for the erection of a light-house or beacon on 
Black Ledge, off New London harbor, Connecticut; also 
praying for an appropriation of four thousand dollars for 
the erection of a light-house to indicate the entrance tothe 
harbor of Black Point Bay, between the harbor of New 
London and the mouth of the Connecticut river: referred to 
the Committee on Cemmerce. The memorial of Joseph 
Hurlburt and 51 others, citizens of Litchfield county, Con- 
necticut, against the proposed annexation of Texas: refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The memorial of 
Moses Pierce and 186 others, citizens of Norwich, in the 
State of Connecticut, praying that the franking privilege 
may be abolished, and that there may be established a uni- 
form rate of postage of two cents on all letters weighing 
half an ounce or less prepaid, and four cents when not pre- 
— referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. HALE: The remonstrance of E. N. Hidden and 67 
others, citizens of Deerfield, New Hampshire, against the 
annexation of Texas to the Union: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. The petition of E.N. Hidden 
and 70 others, citizens of Deerfield, New Hampshire. that 
Congress would abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia and the Territories: referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR: The memorial of Joshua A. 
Spencer, James Lawrence, and 100 others, members of the 


Congress to make provision for depositing the reports of 
the decisions ofthe Supreme Court of the United States in 
the offices of the county clerks of the several States and 
Territories of the Union. 





IN SENATE. 


Tvespay, February 18, 1845. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
atea communication from the Treasury Department 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 18th April last, information upon the 
subject of the experiments made at the light-house 
at Christiana river for testing the advantages of gas 
as a substitute for oil in the light-houses; which, 
on motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Also, laid before the Senate a communication 
from the War Department, transmitting a copy of 
a report of Lieutenant J. M. Gillis, detailing the 
plan and construction of the depot of charts and in- 
struments, with an outline of its astronomical instru- 
ments, library, &c.; which, on motion by Mr. 
oe was referred to the Committee on Naval 

ffairs. 

Mr. MERRICK presented additional testimony 
in support of the petition of William W. Buchanan, 
a soldier of the revolution, for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition from citizens 
of Hendricks county, Indiana, praying for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage and the abolition of the 
franking privilege: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DIX presented a memorial from Wm. W. 
Sweeney and 12] citizens of Newport, Herkimer 
county, New York, praying for a reduction of the 
rates of postage to two cents to all parts of the Uni- 
ted States and the abolition of the franking privi- 
lege: ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, presented a petition from thirty-three cit- 
izens of Salem, Washington county, New York, 
praying that Congress will reject all applications for 
the annexation of Texas to the United States: order- 
ed to lie on the table. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the joint memorial 
of the speaker of the assembly of the State of New 
York, with the members of the assembly, and a 
majority of the members of the Senate in attend- 
ance at the Capitol, without distinction of party, 
asking Congress to pass a law by which the reports 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States may be placed within the reach of the peo- 
ple and bar in,the different States and Territories of 
the Union: ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition and ac- 
companying documents of Mr. John Hall,a resi- 
dent of the town of Beaver, Pennsylvania, for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of John Dillard, praying 

ay for cattle furnished by him to the troops of the 
United States; and it was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 
fr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was reterred the petition of Com. 
Jesse D. Elliott, praying compensation for certain 
extra expenses incurred as commander in the Med- 


iterranean, reported a bill for his relief; which 
read, and ordered to a second reading. ~ 

Mr. DAYTON submitted a resolution; which wa 
read as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be inst:y,, 
ed to inquire forthwith whether a case of books has h.. 
forwarded within the past year by the French Chamber 7 
Deputies, or any other de ment of the French ae 
ment, for the use and benefit of the government of the = 
ted States; and if so, that the committee immediately “ 
cure possession thereof, and deposit the same in the = 
gressional Library. 7 

Resolved, further, That, upon the receipt of saiq book 
the librarian of Congress be directed to acknowledg, es 
same in proper terms; and that he indicate the high se; : 
entertained by this government of the courtesy which 
prompted their presentation. . 


Mr. DAYTON remarked, that the facts referre, 
to were known to some members of the Senate. },, 
was convinced; and he acknewledged, with shame 
and humiliation, that they were true. It appeare: 
he said, by an announcement made in the Ney 
York papers, that the valuable books which wer 
presented some time since by the French Chambe; 
of Deputies to the United States, referred to in th 
resolution, laid nine months in one of the commoy 
custom-houses, and were eventually sold there {, 
storage. Now, if it was so—and he entertained jy 
doubt of its truth—it was most discreditable to the 
pnerneneess and every man who reflected upon the 
act must feel a sense of humiliation and shame tha, 
such a transaction should have taken place. They 
could only say that they regretted it; and it was 
even then, an awkward and unpleasant affair, at 
most. It would appear as if we were regardless of 
(though he knew that it was not so) all those cour. 
tesies and civilities which ought to characterize the 
intercourse of nations, to thus overlook the courtesy 
of a foreign nation in this respect. If it was not 4 
matter of notoriety—for the circumstances have be. 
come notorious—the resolution might be deemed 
unnecessary. But it was due to the French gov- 
ernment, if not to ourselves, to make some acknowl. 
edgment of the mistake which had been con. 
mitted. 

Mr. TAPPAN was understood to say that, from 
his understanding of the matter, the books could be 
recovered without purchase. It struck him that a 
box of books, directed to the government of the 
United States, should not be sold by the collector of 
any port, not having authority by law to sell proy- 
erty of the United States; therefore the sale was |- 
legal. He had no objection, however, to the re- 
purchase. 

Mr. DAYTON remarked that the senator from 
Ohio had not atended accurately to the terms of the 
resolution. It required simply that the Committee 
on the Library shall get possession of the books. 
They are, in point of fact, in possession of a_pur- 
chaser. ‘The resolution only requires that they 
should be reclaimed. 

Mr. McDUFFIE thought it was a most extraor- 
dinary case. He would be gratified to know from 
the honorable senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Dayrton,] with what functionary of the government 
these books were authorized to be placed; also, by 
what authority anybody would sell those books 
sent to the United States. He repeated that it was 
a most extraordinary case indeed. 

Mr. DAYTON remarked that it was not less ex- 
traordinary than true, that the box of books was 
addressed to the government of the United States, 
and sold at a common custom-house sale in New 
York city; and, for the benefit of the senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrie,] he had read at 
the Clerk’s table an announcement of the fact of the 
sale, to satisfy custom-house storage. 

The publication showed that, amongst other 

books, were 20 volumes, comprising a period of 120 
years—very valuable. A gentleman now cogni- 
zant of the sale, was in the French Chamber 0! 
Deputies when the authority of the present was 
passed. These same books were suffered to lie 
nine months in the public ware-house, and to be sold 
for storage. 
Mr. McDUFFIE remarked that, as the present 
wasauthorized by the Chamber of Deputies, the 
acknowledgement should be made by joint action 
of Congress, or should emanate from some officer 
of that House. This extraordinary mistake seemed 
to grow out of the fact that the books were sent (0 
the United States, and not to any functionary 0! 
the government. 

On motion by Mr. HENDERSON, the resolu- 
tion was amended by striking out the words “libra- 
ry of Congress,” and inserting “Joint Committee 0” 
the Library;” and, as thus amended, it was adopted. 
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Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from 2,000 
citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, praying for reform 
in the naturalization laws. It was his desire, in pre- 
senting the memorial to the Senate—he felt that it 
was due to the dignity of the petition—to make a 
few words of commentary on the subject of it. Al- 
though he was of opinion that the object of the me- 
morial was to enforee what was well known to Con- 
gress, he could not refrain from expressing his 
gratefulness to see a subject of such superlative im- 
portance interest the public mind to that degree to 
which it a to be interested. ‘This was, in his 
opinion, the true mode which should be pursued 
by the people to obtain this great object; 
which these memorialists had done—not by 
petitions of a few individuals, but by a commu- 
nity of people; a mode so imposing, that the 
representatives of the people would have nothing to 
do but accord to their wishes. He had no hesita- 
tion in saying, that if other citizens had emulated the 
example of the signers to the memorial he held in 
his hand, the subject of the memorial would no lon- 
ger remain a question for the councils of the coun- 
try to decide upon. If the people would take that 
course, they would have nothing further to do to 
compel the attainment of that great public policy. 
He could not but express his confident expectation, 
that when the bill came up for consideration, having 
the object of the petition partially in view, he might 
successfully invoke the aid of the honorable sena- 
tors from Missouri, who would be, probably, not 
wanting inattention to this movement of their con- 
stituency. ‘These gentlemen hold to the doctrine of 
implicit obedience to the will of their constituents. 
Through that principle he should, on a proper occa- 
sion, invoke. the aid of these senators to carry out 
the reform prayed for in the memorial. 

The petition was then presented, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to ask of the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee whether it was his inten- 
tion to cali up, and press upon the consideration of 
the Senate, the bill reported from that committee on 
this subject, this session. And whilst he was up, 
he would inquire whether there was any senator on 
the other side who could inform him as to what 
progress was made by the commissioners appointed, 
a in the cities of Philadelphia and New 

‘ork, to take testimony, with the view to the inves- 
tigation of the subject-matter of the bill before the 


_ Judiciary Committee. Whether it proceeded to ex- 


ecute its office, and to make a report to the commit- 
tee, or to the Senate, onthis subject. He did not 
know ig ne 4 under what authority these com- 
missioners in those States were appointed. He did 
not know by whatrule they would regulate their in- 
vestigation. He knewnothing about them further 
than what he had observed published in the 
newspapers. At ail events, before the bill 
concerning the naturalization system came u 
for consideration, that side of the House would 
like to have some information in regard to 
the question, and the doings of these commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. BERRIEN, in answer to the inquiry pro- 
posed by the senator from Ohio, stated (what he be- 
lieved was known to the members of that body) that 
when the petitions concerning a reform of the natu- 
ralization laws were referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, the reference was followed by a resolution, 
in the first instance, vesting the committee with pow- 
er to send for persons on papers for the examina- 
ton of the several objects, which superseded the 
resolution, and which were connected with the sub- 
ject of naturalization. That resolution was suc- 
ceeded by another, by which the committee was au- 
thorized to issue a commission in addition to 
the power to send for persons and papers, by 
which they authorized a commission for the exam- 
ination totamene in connection with this subject. 
In the execution of the command of the Senate, 
commissions have been appointed in New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans. Infor- 
mation has been received so far. The commission 
for Philadelphia was returned executed. The com- 
mission for New York, he believed, had closed. He 
addressed himself, some days ago, a request that it 
must be closed. He repeated the request yesterday. 
In the course of the present weck he anticipated the 
closing of the one in Baltimore. He had received 
no information from the one in New Orleans. It 
was his purpose that the bill from the Judiciary 
Committee, some time since laid upon the table, 
should be called up and considered as soon as infor- 
mation was received from these commissions. The 
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Judiciary Committee, he said, had acted in pursu- 
ance of the strictcommand of the Senate in creating 
these commissions, and the result would be sub- 
mitted to them for decision. 

Mr. MERRICK presented a memorial from 
Birckhead & Pierce and sundry other merchants of 
the city of Baltimore, asking the remission of duty 
paid on guano imported, and for the future admis- 
sion of that ietlile free of duty: referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from the files the papers in the claim 
of Esther Turner Burroughs, the widow of Nor- 
man Burroughs, praying for a pension. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an adverse report on the petition of 
Ellison Williams; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to which the subject was referred on pe- 
tition, reported a joint resolution relative to Silas 
Meacham’s improved mode of constructing lamps 
and reflectors in the light-houses of the United 
States; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading, and the report accompanying to be 
printed. 

Also reported back, from the same committee, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill from the House entitled An 
act further extending the time of locating Virginia 
military land warrants, and for returning surveys 
thereof to the General Land Office. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further conside- 
ration of the petition of William Miller for a pen- 
sion, being referred to it against the rules of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported a bill for the relief of Catlin, Peoples, 
& Co.; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Also reported from the same committee a bill for 
the relief of Wiliam Henson; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that, a few days ago, a 
bill for the establishment of a statistical bureau was, 
through mistake, referred to the Committee on the 
Library, instead of the Committee on Finance. He 
moved that that committee be discharged from its 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance: agreed to. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 
resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That 1,500 additional copies of the report of a 

eological exploration of a part of lowa, Wisconsin, and I1- 
Rnois by David Dale Owen, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, together with the maps and illus- 
trations belonging thereto, be furnished for the use of the 
Senate, provided that the charge be alone for the paper, 
press-work, and coloring. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE made some remarks on 
the great value of this document, which he said was 
ordered to be printed at the last session. It was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse re- 
port of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims in 
the case of Nathaniel Ashley was taken up for con- 
sideration, the question being on concurring in the 
adverse report of the committee; but at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Moreneap, it was again laid on the 
table. 

The bill from the House entitled an act to regu- 
late the pay of the army of the United States and 
for other purposes, was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of George Duval 
came up for consideration on its third reading. 

Mr. JARNAGIN was opposed to its passage in 
its present form, and we an amendment re- 
ferring the matter to the War Department to bear 
testimony concerning the claim before money 
shall be paid over. 

Mr. SEVIER, suggested, under the circumstances, 
thatthe bill should lie over till to-morrow: agreed 
to. 

The following bills were then read the third time 
and passed, viz: : 

An act for the pay of the 4th regiment of the 2d 
brigade of the 3d division of the Vermont millitia, 
who served at the battle of Plattsburgh. 

The act for the relief of J. S. Throckmorton. 

The act to amend the act entithd an act making 
appropriations for the support of the naval service 
for the year ending 30th June, 1845. 

The act to authorize a relocation of land warrants 
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No. 3,°4, and 5, granted by Congress to General 
Lafayette. i 

The engrossed bill entitled an act for the relief of 
John S. Russwurm, the heir and legal representa- 
tive of William Russwurm, deceased, was, on the 
motion of Mr. TAPPAN, ordered to lie on the 
table. 

The engrossed bill to provide for the satisfactien 
of claims of American citizens for spoliauons com- 
mitted by the French prior to 1800, came up for its 
third reading; but was, on the motion of Mr. HU- 
GER, ordered to lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which had been referred the petition of 
Wm. H. Thomas, praying payment for supplies 
furnished the Cherokees in 1836, reported a bil! for 
his relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

On motion by Mr. TAPPAN, the bill vesting in 
the county commissioners of the county of Wyan- 
dot the right to certain town lots and out lots in Up- 
per Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, was taken up 
for consideration as in committee of the whole, on 
an amendment of the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the joint resolution from 
the House for the admission of the State of ‘Texas 
into the Union—the question being on the motion 
for its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. CHOATE being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the Senate for nearly three hours. 

He commenced by observing that the honorable 
senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsvryj 
had opened his remarks yesterday in an earnest, not 
to say somewhat vehement and impassioned man- 
ner, by expressing his regret that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations had disapproved of this resolu- 
tion. He (Mr. C) had the honor, on the other 
hand, to concur entirely with the Committee on For- 
eign Relations in the general result of their investi- 
gations—that Congress had no constitutional power 
whatsoever to pass a resolution of this kind. He 
held an equally clear and decided opinion that Con- 
gress has no power whatsoever, by its legislation, 
per se and per saltum, to pass a bill, which, without 
the parliamentary intervention and instrumentality 
of another department of the government, should 
transform Texas, or any other foreign State, into 
our Union. 

He held that we could not do this, though it were 
ever so high an object of protection. We could not 
do it if it could insure a thousand years of liberty to 
the Union. If this Texas annexation were to 
work all these incomparable, and inconsistent, and 
impossible good things—if it were to establish a 
millenium in every part of the earth, and furnish a 
good monopoly for Pennsylvania iron and Massa- 
chusetts shoes—if it should produce all the cotton 
and sugar in the world, and be tilled only by the 
hands of the free—if, like the fabled garden of oid, 
its rivers should turn out to run pearls, and its trees 
to bear imperial fruit of gold,—yet, even then, we 
could not admit her. To all these temptations he 
had but one answer—how could he do this and not 
sin against the constitution? 

He agreed with the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, that we have no manner of power to do this 
act. Hecleaved to the constitution and abstained 
from any discussion upon the question of expedien- 
cy. While, therefore, he undoubtedly held very 
clear and decided opinions about this matter—and 
it would be no credit to any one in this stage of the 
business not to have formed clear and decided opin- 
ions—while he was persuaded that we have no need 
at all of this vast foreign domain—no more need 
than we have of the rest of the world—no more 
need than we have of Java, or the islands of the 
Mediterranean—he would say to his friends from 
the South and Southwest, that an independent 
neighbor does us no manner of harm, but rather 
good, no more harm than Spain does to France, 
than Prussia does to Austria—or any of the Euro- 
pean States do to England. 

Believing that we had area enough for sucha 
career of dos as no country in the world ever en- 
joyed—believing ‘and knowing that this measure of 
annexation is felt by millions, not by a handful of 
fanatics, but unionists and constitutionaliste— 
men who would shed their blood to preserve the 
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constitution,—to be unjust in its effects upon some 
of the interests and domestic institutions of the coun- 
try, and not within the contemplation or expecta- 
tion of the framers of the constitution—he was ut- 
terly opposed to it. This question of the power of 
Congress to affect this measure, he agreed with gen- 
tlemen, was not only first in the order of time, but 
he supposed all would concur that, in this stage of 
the business, it was the only one upon which in 
this body there could be any expectation at all of 
an interchange of opinion. 

What was the point of constitutional law at issue? 
Whether there was really a grant of power in it, as 
had all at once been supposed to have been found 
out, which authorizes Congress, by a majority of a 
quorum, to unite with this government one State, 
or one hundred, all around the world? He could 
not think but that, on this question, a large majority 
of the Senate might yet be found to concur in opin- 
ion with him, that no such power was granted to 
Congress. 

Lie begged leave to say—what he had desired for 
some time to say—that he should not have mani- 
fested an impatience so unbecoming to his years 
and his position in this body, to obtain the floor, 
but for reasons somewhat personal to himself. A 
certain gentieman elsewhere had done him the honor 
to recollect the subject and matter of a speeeh which 
he had delivered in executive session last summer, 
and to draw an inference from a passage in that 
wpeech im favor of these resolutions as they 
stand. ‘The process by which an argument of his 
had been made to support this measure was this: 
the advocates of annexation, like many of its oppo- 
nents, had assumed that this power to unite to this 


government avy independent foreign nation is 
given in some branch or another of the 


federal constitution, if they could only find it 
out. He repeated what he said then—that this 
power was nota power given to one branch or 
another—the legislative or the executive department 
of this government, but that it was held by our 
masters, the people. 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
|Mr. Woopsury] took occasion to say, in the 
course of his remarks yesterday, that he stands for 
against the executive and Senate. He 
(Mr. C.) stood for our masters, the people. 

In going on, as he now preferred to do, by at- 
tempting to show that this annexation cannot be 
consummated by Congress, he did nothing at all 
inconsistent with what he had heretofore maintain- 
ee. He but tried to complete the discussion then 
only half completed. He still maintained the same 
general principles in the views which he entertained 
of this great question. 

He would not be permitted—or at least he was 
not requircd—to travel the whole of the way with 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on For- 
cicn Relations, or the honorable and able senator 
from Virginia, | Mr. Rives,] or his friend from Ken- 
tucky, {|Mr. Moreueap,] though he considered 
them first-rate company. In every word which 
they had said in interpreting this particular clause 
of the constitution which says that “new States may 
be admitted by the Congress into the Union,” he 
concurred with them; and anything he could say 
upon the subject would be but repeating the opinions 
entertained by them. But he must diverge from 
them on a part of the journey. He understood 
those gentlemen as assuming the proposition that 
the constituon gave us the power to annex Texas 
as a territory—not as a State; but only in the exer- 
cise of the treaty-making power. 

He must pause for a moment, and begin this dis- 
cussion a little farther back. The inquiry suggest- 
ed itselfto him whether this power belongs to the 
federal government at all, or not? or whether it did 
not belong to our masters—the people and the Siates? 
If, upon this preliminary and transcendental inquiry, 
he should be so unfortunate as not to obtain the as- 
sent of asingle member of the body, still it would not 
a'ter the great consututional and fundamental posi- 
tion which he maintained. It seemed to him the oc- 
casion was a fit one to speculate a little; and as he 
had not lately trespassed much dn the indulgence of 
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the Senate, he trusted it would not be unfit or im- 
pooper to speculate somewhat in advance upon this 
transcendental question. Has any branch of the 


tederal rovernment power to annex a foreign nation 


to this, or is it a power in hands that never can 
abuse it—the people and the States? 

Now, permit him to say, in the first place, that 
the public mind had a little confused itself upon this 


subject by not steadily keeping in yiew the real 
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gist of the question. We found ourselves running 
into error in re to precedents—talking about 
Louisiana and Florida; and because they came in 
by treaty, Texas must come in by treaty. But this 
joint resolution was, a proposition to unite two in- 
dependent nations—not to annex a portion of the 
territory of a foreign nation. Its object was to 
admit into the Union an entire foreign nation, pop- 
ulation, territory, government, and institutions. 
Mr. C. dwelt at great length on this branch of his 
argument. 

To say that there was, in 1787, any hope in Amer- 
ica that Canada would accede to a union with us, 
was to assert as great a historical absurdity as to 
say that there was any hope or expectation that the 
University of Oxford, or the city of London, would 
join our confederacy. It might as well be said that 
three republics from the Indies, or from three to 
fifteen from the Hudson's bay, were expected to join 
the Union. He denied that the clause in the fourth 
article in the constitution giving the power to Con- 
gress of admitting new States into the Union, was 
given with the most remote idea of its being ever ap- 
plied to anything but domestic territory. It was a 
thing they never could have even dreamed of. He 
did not mean to say that they did not contemplate 
cases in which, in their intercourse with other na- 
tions, it might not be necessary to make changes of 
mere border territory; but if even that was 
thought of, the treaty-making power was con- 
sidered all sufficient to embrace that necessi- 
ty. If the idea ever crossed their minds of 
giving the power to Congress of annexing 
foreign nations to the Union, they would have stated 
it inexpress words; but as no such idea was contem- 
plated, ee made the grant what it is in the article 
regulating the domestic relations of the States then 
entering into the confederation. Mr. C. illustrated 
his position on this point by various references 
to the condition of things then existing, the circum- 
stances influencing the framers of the constitution, 
their jealousies strongly marked against everything 
foreign, and then he asked was there a shadow 
of probability that they could for a moment contem- 
plate the accession to the Union of foreign nations, 
or think of conferring a power on Congress so un- 
limited as to admit of annexing any or all foreign 
nations, no matter how distant or dissimilar? The 
inere requisition that they should be republican 
governments, was not the sort of security that would 
satisfy such men as the framers of the constitution. It 
would not do to say that every country knocking for 
admission with its bible of republicanism under its 
arm, could come into the Union. Pretence would not 
do, for it could not be known what was in the heart. 
No union could have been contemplated but that of 
our own people and our own territory trained up in 
our own republican principles, and familiar from 
infancy with our institutions. But a general 
rule would admit Pagans, infidels, Patagonian sav- 
ages, or Camanche borderers, provided they came 
with the seripture of republicanism in their hands as 
their passport. 

Mr. C. then proposed to review two aspects of 
the period at which the constitution was formed; 
one, prior to its adoption, which he would call the 
view outside the constitution; the other, at the time 
of its adoption, which he would call the view of that 
instrument as it exists, and as it explains itself. 

Carrying out this purpose, he made an elaborate 
sketch of the powers exercised by the old confede- 
ration, which, in many particulars, he maintained, 
were much greater than the powers now exercised 
by Congress; yet even then, the idea that one State 
could exercise any authority to bind another, or 
that they could exercise any power which more appro- 

riately belonged to the are in their primary assem- 
Gece was dreamed of. Hence it was the people 
that made the declaration of independence. That 
was an act affecting our foreign relations, bound- 
daries, alicnation; an act the very converse 
of accession or annexation of territory; for 
it was an act of severance—a cutting loose from 
foreign connection. It was plain, afterwards, that 
in framing the constitution, when the sovereign 
power of the oan was to be delegated, the grant 
was intended tobe in express terms, such as the 
power to declare war, make peace, regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, lay taxes, &c. But no 
such power as that of admitting foreign nations in- 
to the Unien was delegated, or it would have been 
also explicitly granted. ‘They could not have over- 
looked the possibility that the exereise of sucha 
power would, in the event of admitting a more pow- 
erful nation, be placing ourselves under the gov- 
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ernment of that nation, instead of ite being placed 
under our government. Mr. C. referred to the pro- 
ceedings of the convention, and the various ropo- 
sitions relative to the representation of new Sh 
witha view of showing that great fears were even 
entertained that the western States beyond the Alle. 
ghanies would, in time, have the ascendency over 
the Atlantic States; and he argued that, if such a 

prehensions had so much weight, it was impossible 
to believe that the extension of this source of jeal- 
ousy, which the admission of foreign States would 
necessarily cause, could have been contemplated. 

Coming to the second review of the period, and 
opening the constitution itself, Mr C. read the grant 
of power to admit new States, and inquired whether 
any man could believe that if by it was intended 
the tremendous power of admitting new States in 
any part of the world without iimitation as to habits 
customs, language, principles, or anything but the 
semblance of republicanism, could be intended with- 
out a more precise and explicit definition of the 
power to admit foreign governments. Mr. C. dwelt 
at very great length on this view of the subject, and 

uoted numerous authorities to prove negative] 
nat no such vast power was ever imagin by the 
framers of the constitution. 

He went farther than the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, [Mr. Arcusr,] or his 
colleague in that committee, [Mr. Morrnxap,] in re- 
lation to the power of this government to admit for- 
eign territory; for he even denied that it could be 
done by any power but the primary sovereign 
power of the people themselves in their own pre- 
vious capacity, either by agreement to amend the 
constitution so as to grant the express power, or 
otherwise. He therefore differed from his friends 
from Virginia, (Messrs. Arcner and Rives,] and 
from his friend from Kentucky, (Mr. Moreueap,) 
inasmuch as he denied that it was vested in the 
treaty-making power. It was not, however, a ques- 
tion material for him to argue. The treaty-makin 
power had been exercised to acquire territory, an 
therefore it was no longer necessary to dwell upon 
the subject. He, however, vindicated those who 
thought with him that this government had no con- 
stitutional power to annex Texas to the United 
States. 

Reverting to the power assumed by the joint res- 
olution under discussion of annexing Texas by an 
act of Congress, he concurred fully in all that had 
been said on that subject /- his friends from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Rives] and from Kentucky, [Mr..More- 
HeAD.| They had left only one point untouched 
to which he should advert. It was, that until it was 
found the treaty of last session had no chance of 
passing the Senate, no human being, save one—no 
man, woman, or child, in this Union, or out of this 
Union, wise or foolish, drunk or sober, was ever 
heard to breathe one syllable about this power in the 
constitution of admitting new States being applica- 
ble to the admission of foregn nations, governments, 
or states. With one exception, till ten months ago 
no such doctrine was ever heard of, or even enter- 
tained. The exception to which he alluded was the 
letter of Mr. Macon to Mr. Jefferson, which Mr. 
Jefferson so promptly rebuked that the insinuation 
was never again repeated till it was found necessary 
ten months ago by some one—he would not sa 
with Texas scrip in his pocket—but certainly wi 
Texas annexation very much at heart, brought it 
forward into new life, and urged it as the only prop- 
er mode of exercising an express grant of the con- 
stitution. Mr. C. dwelt at very great length on this 
point, and made use of innumerable illustrations to 
enforce the arguments he drew from it, that it was a 
new and monstrous heresy on the constitution, got 
up, not from any well founded faith in its orthodoxy, 
but for the mere purpose of carrying a measure by 
a bare majority of Congress, that could not be car- 
ried by a two-thirds majority of the Senate in ac- 
cordance with the treaty-making power. 

Mr. C. then turned to the general views of the 
subject, and argued at great length against the expe- 
diency of the measure, even if it was constitutional. 

In conclusion—alluding to the quotation read by 
the senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Woopsvury} 
from the Liberator newspaper—Mr. C. said he 
knew as much about Massachusetts as the honora- 
ble senator did, and as much about the Liberator; 
and he now spoke under a full knowledge of his 
responsibility, when he should go home to render 
an account of his brief stewardship, in saying that 
Massachusetts asks nothing but mn eb the constitu. 
tion has given to her, and that there is nothing in 
the constitution, however peculiar, however differ- 
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